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living to gi>e their explanation of it. But I will not gainsay a 
word which has come to us from the Senator who ha:S just 
spoken. 

Mr. President, we are not going to get through one bit earlier 
than we will in the natural course of events by overpressure 
upon a wearied body. Senators have attended here habitually. 
I am in the same situation that, no doubt, every other member 
of the committee, if not of the Senate, is in. I have piles of 
mail concerning this subject, in which, in the due course of 
things, the correspondents would receive, as they are entitled, 
a reply; but it can not be done when we have our minds occu~ 
pied with determining how we shall vote on different proposi­
tions and necessarily occupied in attendance upon the Senate. 

But the Senator from Rhode Island can rely upon this body, 
for we know its sense as well as he does. There is not going 
to be any undue delay. It is as important to some Senators 
to lay theil· views before the Senate in a fitting way as it is to 
other Senators. Such a prodigious matter a:S this, which he 
hopes, and his side ho_pes, may be of long continuity and bring 
peace to the country, cari not be disposed of by dragooning. 
That is one thing which the Senate always flinches from doing, 
and which they will not permit, in my judgment, to be done. 
I do not mean to intimate that that is the spirit of the Senator, 
but, having been aroused here by a few jests on yesterday of 
the Senator from South Carolina, he seems to have gotten into 
an instant passion of haste and to wreak it upon the Senate. 

Mr. President, it would help the movement of this body to 
adjourn over until Monday. My colleague [:Mr. MARTIN] has 
gone away. The lumber schedule is very important. He will 
be back here Monday. Of course, the Senate is not going to 
stop for one man at any time, but there was no contemplation 
of that matter coming up to-morrow. I think we had better 
go along with such matters as they arise in their due course 
and let it come later. That is all I have to say. 

Ur. ALDIUCH. Mr. President, as far as the colleague of the 
Senator from Virginia is concerned, he came to see me before 
he left the Chamber and I explained to him precisely what was 
going to happen; that the lumber schedule would be taken up 
to-morrow, and that there would be nothing but speeches; and 
he said that was _perfectly satisfactory to him. 

I think every Member of the Senate will agree that there has 
never been a time in the memory of anyone who has any kn-0wl­
edge of the subject, when a tariff bill was before the Senate, 
that more hours have not been occupied in its discussion and 
consideration than in the tariff bill which is now before the 
Senate. In 1890, when I had charge of the McKinley bill in 
this body, the Senate met every day at 10 o'clock and remained 
in session continuously until 6, and a large part of the time had 
evening sessions. In 1897 the same thing wa:S done. 

The Senate certainly have not remained in session to an undue 
length of time at any time since the pending bill has been befo.re 
the Senate, and it is not ·my purpose, certainly, to crowd the 
Senate. I have shown no such disposition. · But it is the parn­
mount duty of this body to pass the bill, and to pass it as 
speedily as possible. So far as I have any responsibility about 
the matter I intend to ask the Senate to stay here not unreason­
ably, but certainly every day, until the bill is disposed of. 

Mr. BAILEY. l\!r. PJ.·esi<lent, perhaps the architects of this 
Capitol are partly responsible for the inconvenience of long 
sessions. It is built on the principle of a jail. It is a h-0use 
within a house. I have never been able to spend seven con­
secutive hOUl'S here without leaving it with a headache, and I 
know that is the experience of some other Senators, at least. 

I believe that the interests of the country shall be above 
the :personal comfort or the personal convenience of Senators, 
but it seems to me when a Senator is giving from fifteen to 
ei,,.hteen hours evei·y day to the service of his country, it is not 
unreasonable for him to consult his comfort by taking one day 
in a month, even if he asks it for personal reasons. 

But in this case, speaking for myself-I assume it fairly 
states the case of other Senators-I expect to employ that one 
day, if I can have it free from the sessions or demands of the 
ses ions of the Senate, in correspondence with those people 
who have a right to expect a reasonably prompt reply to the 
letters which they write. I run sure the Senator from Rh-0de 
Island bas so many letters that he has quit reading them. He 
lays them aside. They may permit that in Rhode Island, but 
they do not permit it in Texas and they do not permit it in 
many other States. 

I think that if we can give one day in two weeks to our corre­
spondenee it is as little consideration as we can show those peo­
ple. I myself would rather come here .at night and have an 
occasional day. 1 can employ myself ·about my c-0rrespondence 
and many of these letters concern these very questions, as 
the Senator from Virginia b.as said. .And your constituent 

does not feel any too wen pleased with the fact that he writes 
you a letter about a scheclule and gets an answer to it after the 
tariff bill has passed. If he can make and does make a sensi­
ble suggestion he is entitled to recognition at the hands of a 
Senator. I do not know how others feel, but I was taught 
that common puliteness requil·es us to make an answer to a 
civil letter received from anybody under any circumstan.~es. 
The correspondence of a Senator is the work of a man. It has 
become a burden. It is a burden tha.t occupies altogether more 
of our time than is well for the knowledge we ought to acquire 
and for the knowledge which the discharge of our duties does 
require. · 

Still I see no way out of it in this day of general enlighten­
ment. Men have learned to write, nnd men exercise their ta1ent 
in this way. If I could find a constituency that could not write 
I think I would move out there. Probably I would find after I · 
got there that they votP.d the Republican ticket, and I would n<>t 
be able to come to the Senate from a State like that. But ut 
the same time this correspondence has grown until every Sen­
ator here knows that I but speak his experience when I say 
that it takes almost half our time to answer our letters. If 
it does take half our time ordinarily and we stay here con­
tinually without the intermission of a day, it simply means 
that .some of us will have too much work in explanations an-0 
letters after the tariff bill is disposed of, and when my dis- · 
tinguished friend from Rhode Island is on the high sea bound 
for a vacation in the Old World. I think he ought to consent 
that some of us who are not going to take a vacation may· take 
a day off now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
l\fr. BAILEY. My motion is pending and ha:S precedence. I 

withdrew the motion merely--
Mr. ALDRICH. But the motion to adjourn takes precedence. 
Mr. BAILEY. It does not. A motion to adjourn to a day, 

takes precedence. I submit that matter to the Chair. 
Mr. ALDRICH. A motion to adjourn is always in order. 
Mr. BAILEY. But a moti-0n to adjourn to a day takes pre­

cedence. It is proper for the house to fix a time to which it 
will adjourn before it is to adjourn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On some subjects I will he glad to submit 
to the superior judgment of the Senator from Texas; but it is 
undoubtedly the fact that a motion to adjourn is always in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Rule XXII provides that­
When a question is _pending, no motion shall be received but­
To adjourn. 
To adjourn to a day certain, or that when the Senate adjourn it 

shall be to a day certain. 
To take a recess. 
To proceed to the consideration of executive business. 
To lay on the table. 
To postpone indefinitely. 
To postpone to a day certain.. 
To commit. 
'.l'o amend. 
Which several motions shall ha.ve precedence as they stand arranged; 

and the motions relating to adjournment, to take a recess, to proceed 
to the consideration of executive business, to lay on the table, shall be 
decided without debate. 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to, and (at 5 o'clock and 30 minutes 

p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, May 
22, 1909', at 10 o'clock a. m. 

SENATE. 
SATURDAY, May 22, 1909. 

The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, of the city of Washington. 
The VICE-PRESIDEN'l' being ab.sent, the President pro tem-

pore took the chair. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

FOREIGN PRODUCTS IN DOMESTIC MARKETS • . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a ~om­
munica.tion from the Secretary of State, transmitting, in further 
response to resolutions of March 6, 1909, and April 5, 1909, 
additional reports of the consular officers of the United States 
relating to the practice of selling foreign man ufactlll·ed goods 
in this country at a lower price than the domestic price ( s. D-0c. 
Ne. 16, part 2), which, with the aecompanying papers, was 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

RIVER AND HARBOR RALANCES. 

Mr. BURTON. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. J. R. 33) relating 
to the provisions of section 10 of the sundry civil act of March 
4, 1009, to report it favorably ·without amendment, and -i sub­
mit a report ( S. Rep. No. 4) thereon. I ask unaiiimons consent 
for the immediate consideration of the joint resolution 
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Tbe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be 
RD~ . 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 
Senate joint resolution 33. 

R esol,,;ed, etc., That the provisions of section 10 of the act entitled 
"An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern-

- ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1910, and for other purposes," 
approved March 4, 1909, shall not be construed as applying to the 
unexpended balance of any river and harbor appropriation the use of 
which may be essential, in the judgment of the Secretary of War, for 
the further maintenance or prosecution of the work to which it per­
tains as heretofore authorized by Congress. 

l\Ir. HALE. :Mr. President, I do not like to interfere with the 
Senator, but I think he must be aware of the fact that the reso­
lution or bill, whichever it may b-e, is entirely opposed to tbe 
order of business which was established by the Senate, that no 
legislation should be taken up excepting the census and the 

- tariff bills until after the tariff bill had been disposed of. I 
will say to the Senator that I have no doubt, because the case 
has been presented to me from the department, that it is a case 
of need, but I suppose there have been a dozen different com­
mittees who have desired to have exceptions made in their cases 
and to ha·rn legislation passed for needed relief, and tbe only 
way is to deal with all alike. 

I hope the Senator will do what others have done. Whenever 
we get out of the jam and can take up the action of all the 
different committees I shall help the Senator and the other 
Senators in getting measures through, but I can not consent that 
the joint resolution shall go through and the others remain 
unaCted upon. 

Mr. BURTON. 1\Ir. President, I trust the Senator from 
Maine will withdraw his objection, at least until the measure 
is briefly explained. It stands in a class by itself, because until 
the section was adopted in the sundry civil act of March 4 last, 
under express conditions of law, tbe river and harbor balances 
were not covered back into tbe Treasury, but were retained for 
future expenditure or application. There are obvious reasons 
for that. An emergency may arise from a storm which may 
cause congestion in a channel or injury to some public work, 
which may require immediate reparation and the expenditure 
of money. RiYer and harbor works differ from other public 
works in that they are of a continuing nature. An improve­
ment may be authorized, but its prosecution and the expenditure 
of the appropriation are frequently postponed because of liti­
gation. There are two or three pending illustrations of that. 

The policy of retaining these funds to the credit of the vari­
ous improvements was the settled policy of legislation until 
this section was inserted last winter. The act of June 20, 
1874, provided a general rule that unexpended balances of ap­
propriation should be carried to the surplus fund after two 
fiscal years-

P1·01:ided, That this provision shall not apply to permanent specific 
appropriations, appropriations for rivers and harbors-

And so forth. 
Congress thus made an express exception in 1874 as to ap­

- propriations relating to river and harbor improvements. 
~Ir. BAILEY. .Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 

quorum. 
l\Ir. HA.LE. Will the Senator withhold that until this matter 

passes oYer on my objection? . 
Mr. BAILEY. Certainly; I do not wish to interfere with it. 
Mr. CI.APP. Will the Senator from Ohio pardon an inter­

ruption? 
.The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 

yield to. the Senator from Minnesota? 
Mr. BURTON. Certainly. 
1\Ir. CLAPP. The Senator from Ohio must know without my 

suggesting it that there is nothing personal, of course, in what I 
am going to say, but if the Senator from Maine should with­
draw his objection, I should feel constrained to press the ob­
jection. I do not think that at this time the entering wedge 
ought to be permitted as against the rule we have established. 
There is not a day that we do not have to say to our constit­
uents, "There is no u e talking, we can not expect to get the 
measure through at this time." The only way we can be con­
sistent is to make a rule for all. I shall feel constrained to 
interpose an objection if the Senator from Maine does not. 

1\-Ir. HALE. Let me also say that as soon as the tariff bill 
is completed here--

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I insist on the point of no 
,quorum. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to complete the 
sentence? 

Mr. BAILEY. I can not refuse the Senator that. 
Mr. HALE. As soon as the tariff bill is completed here and 

goes to the House, it is the intention to take off the embargo 
and then this and other measures can be considered. 

Mr. BURTON. Is the point of no quorum insisted on, or will 
the Senator from Texas kindly permit me to finish my re­
marks? It will take but a moment. 

Mr. BAILEY. Of course I do not want to interfere. I sim­
ply want to keep my assurance to the Senator from Rhode 
Island that I would help him to keep a quorum here to-day, 
and that he will not do any business unle s he does keep a 
quorum. But I will suspend that until the Senator from Ohio 
:finishes. 

.Mr. BURTON. The exceptional claims of this joint resolu­
tion are based upon the fact that it is a restoration of the Jaw 
to what it formerly was and had been for nearly thirty-five 
years. I have no doubt this provision was lns.erted without a 
sufficient consideration of the claims of this class of improve­
ments. I want to say to the Senators from Maine and Minnesota 
that important public works will suffer if this measure be 
allowed to be postponed until the passage of the tariff bill. 
Contracts naturally and necessarily have to be made at this 
season of the year. In fact, quite a number of them already 
have been delayed by reason of the provisions of the last sundry 
civil act. 

I want to say another thing. The river and harbor act of 
the last session was passed in reliance upon the qtilization of 
these balances, and it would be almost an act of bad faith to 
the respective localities scattered through the Union in many 
States to deny to them the use of the balances remitted which 
the joint resolution would restore. 

It seems to me it is altogether an exceptional case, not 1ike 
an ordinary measure, and that the Senator from Minnesota, 
always facile in explaining matters to his constituents, will 
without the least difficulty be able to explain his permission to 
allow the joint resolution to pass. 

Mr. CLAPP. If the Senator will pardon me, the trouble is 
that there will be other matters that will be urged with the 
same force, and if we begin now there will be no end to it. As 
I understand the situation, if this is done before the 1st day 
of July, it answers every purpose. We have at least six weeks 
in which to do it. It is like everything else, and if you ·once 
open the door it is hard after that to draw the line. I do not 
want to be an objector, but--

Mr. BURTON. I will state in this connection that the Sen­
ator's impression is hardly correct, because in important cases 
contracts have to be made, and those contracts can not be made 
unless the department is assured of the amount available. For 
instance, there is one case at Petersburg, Va., where there is a 
most pressing emergency, and it is desirable that the contract 
should now be made and the work prosecuted as rapidly as 
possible. Then, again, in other places the emergency has 
arisen or might arise at any time. 

I think it is altogether easy to show to the Senate that no 
other claims for appropriation or for the application of money 
can be presented here with anythin~ like the same merit or in 
which there is the same universality of interest. This is not an 
appropriation. It is restoring the status of those funds to the 
condition in which they have been under existing law from 1874 
to 1909, a period of about thirty-five years. 

It is impossible :'.::,r Senators and l\Iembers of the House to 
keep track of every bill. I should most assuredly have objected 
to this provision in the sundry civil act if it had been ca1led to 
my attention at the. time it was passed, and I have no doubt 
numerous Senators would have made the same objection had 
the:v been aware that it was included. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made-­
Mr. BURTON. Do I understand that there is objection? 
Mr. CLAPP. Yes; I object. 
l\Ir. HALE. The Senator from Minnesota tells me if I do not 

object he wm. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will 

take its place on the calendar. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Frank 
Simper, a resident of the State of Iowa, praying Congress to 
authorize him to bring action in the courts of the District of 
Columbia for the loss of certain property in that State, which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GUGGENHEIM. I present a telegram which I receiYed 
yesterday and which I should like to have the Secretary read 
and to have inserted in the RECORD. It is signed by a number 
of prominent people of Denver and by the governor of the 
State, as well as the mayor of Denver. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no· objection, the 
Secretary will read the telegram. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I reriew the point that there is 
no quorum. 

The, PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 
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Th S t 11 d th II. d1 th f n ·· c;,. s n ·t s I Resol<Ve<L' liy tM- generia assembTy ot th:e State of Ohw, That our e ecre ary ca e e ro ' an e 0 OWffio e a or United States Senators and Representatives in Congress ar~ hereby re-

answered to their names: spectfully requested: to use all honorable means within their power to 
Aldrich Crane Hale Perkins- have all duties on lumber, timber, and their raw pr~ducts forthwith _re-
Bacon Ci·awford Heyburn Pile& moved, and to. have the same placed as soon as {>Oss1ble on .the free list. 
Ba iley Culberson· Hughes Root R e&olved further, That copies of this resolution, duly . s1gn~d by the 
Beveridge Cullom .Johnson N J)ak Scott respective officers of both houses, be sent to each of our sa1!1 Reprc-
Borah Cummins Jones ' · · Shlvely sentatives in Congress: and to the Hon. SERENO E. PAY~E, chairman of 
Bristow Depew K.ean Simmcms the Ways and Means 'committee of the National H.ouse of Representa-
Brown Dick Lodg.e Smith, Mich. tives. 
Burkett Dillingham Mccumber Smoot GR.ANVIl'..LE W. MOO-:-nJY, 

Speaker of the House of Representatives. Burnham Fletcher McLaurtn Stone 
Burrows- Flint Nelson Suthe.rlan<f 
Burton Frye Overman Tillman 
Chamberlain Gallinger Owen Warner 
Clapp Gamble Page Warren-
€lay Guggenhoinr Paynter 

1\fr. FAYNTER. · r desire td announce that my cone.ague [Mr. 
BRADLEY] is aosent from the Chamber by reason of illness. He 
has been absent for~ the last two or three days owing to the 
same cause. 

The PRESIDENT pro temIJore: Fifty-five· Senators: ha:v:e re­
sponded to their names. A qucm1m of the· Senate is present. 
If there be no objection, the Secretary wm read: the petition in 
the nature of a telegram sent to the desk by the Senator from 
Colorado [Ur. GUGGENB:BIM]. 

There' being no objection, the petition was read and ordered 
to lie on the table, as follows: 

DENVEl't, C"or..o., May £0, 1909. 
Hon. SIMON GUGGENHEIM, 

Senate Oharnber, Washi11gton, D. O. 
Strong sentiment in ColO"rado that. best interests of business demand 

prompt" disposition of taritf legis"latl.on. Trust you. will do. all possible 
tor speedy determination. 

JOHN F. gHAFRO'l'H, 
Govern-01·. 

R. W. SPEEn, Arayor. 
H. M. TEf.LER; 
D. H. l\!OFFATT, 
J". A. THATCHER, 
c: B. KOUNTZE, 
DENN!S, SHEEDY, 

OhamJ>er of Oornmerne. 
By·F. L. BA.RTLll:TT', 

. President. 
l\fr. GUGGENlIEI.M presented petitions of sundry citizens of 

Denver, Berthoud, Hillrose, Lafaye.tte, Lyons, Fort Lupton, 
Goodrich, Ault, Lucerne, Orchard, Fort Morgan, "Greeley, Ster­
ling and Weillngton, all in the State of Colorad.o, praying for a 
retention of the duty on raw and refined sugars, which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I present a resolution of the house of 
representatives of Florida:, wliich I ask may be read and re­

. ferred' to the Committee on Commerce. 
There being no objection, the resolution was read a:nd re­

ferred to the Committee on Commerce as follows: 
Whereas the beautiful and historic Suwanee River, if properly im­

proved, would- be an important means of. transportation through the 
most fertile sections of the State of Florida: Therefore be it 

R esolv ed Q.y the house of representatives, '.l'hat our Senators- and Rep· 
resentative in Congress be r-equested to use all laudable means to pro­
cure an appropriation !.or the dredging and removing of the shoals an.l 
otherwise improvin~ said river. 

R esolved fut·ther, That the chief" clerk be instructed to transmit 
copies of this resolution to eac11 of our Senators and' Representatives in 
Congre s. 

. Adopted March 5, 1909. .T. G. KELLUM~ 
Chief Clerk of House. 

Mr. SIDYELY presented petitions of tlie Connersville Buggy 
Company,. of Connersville ; of C. A. Nib lick and' sundry other 
citizens of Decatur; of 0 A. Baker and. sundry other citizens 
of Huntington; of Oskar Duenweg and sund.i:y other citizens 
of Terre Haute; of F. M . .Allen and sundry other citizens of 
Berne; of J. A.. ~lackey and sundry other: citizens of Logans­
port· of C. D. Knight and sundry other citizens of Coate..."'Ville; 

· of O. F. Brown and sundry other citizens· of Westfield; of 
Mossman, Yarn.ell & Co., ·Of Fort Wayne; and of the Seymour 
Saddlery Company, of Seymour, · all in the State of lndiana, 
praying for the removal o:f the duty on rawhides, which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BURTON. I present a joint resolution of the legislature 
of Ohio, which I ask may be read. 

There oeing- no objectioh, the joint resolution was read and 
ordered to lie on the table, as- follows : 

House joint resolution 12,. 
Joint resolution relative to requesting Congress to remove the duty on 

lumber, timber, and their raw products. 
Whereas the researches of the National Conserva:tion Commission, un­

der the direction of the President, indicate the exhaustion of the domes­
tic forests within twenty to thirty years, which will be a national 

cal~~~%~s~dthis State and in an others lumber and its products are one 
of the necessaries of life and in general use by all our people ; and 

Whereas the only present practical means of extending· the. duration 
of our domestic forests is to reduce the dl:ain on them ; and 

Whereas the price of lumber and all forms of wood continuously ad~ 
va.nce, thereby imposing a great hardship on our ¥eop1e ; and 

Whereas the Government should not be a par by its. fiscal legisla­
tion to the imposition of these exbrbitant pi'ices: herefore be it 

Adopted March 5; 19"09". 

FRANCIS W. TREADWAY, 
President of the Senate. 

Omo, UNI'fED S>i<A.TES o:F AMERICA, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRET.A.RY OF ST.A.TE. 

I, Carmi A. Thompson, secretary of state of the State of Ohio, do 
hereby certify that the foreg.oing is an exemplified copy, carefull:V: com­
pared by me With the original rolls now cm file in this office, and in my 
official custody as se.cr.etary of state, as required by the laws of the 
State of Ohio, a joint resolution adopted by the general assembly of the 
State of Ohio on the 5th day of March; A.. D. 1!)09. 

In testimony whereof r ha.ve herenn.to· subscribed my name and af­
fixed my official seal at Columbus, this 19th day of May, A. D. 1909. 

[SEAL.] CARMI A. THOMPSON, 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. ROOT. I present a memorial o.f the International Long­
shoremen's Association· and, the Amalgamated Woodworkers' 
International Union, of Ogdensburg, N. Y., which I ask may 
be read. 

There being. no objection, the memorial was read and ordered 
to lie on the table, as follows : 
To the. Unitea States Sena.te, Washington, D. 0.: 

Whereas the tariff bill is now before the Senate for consideration, 
and it being rumored that it is proposed to put dressed and manufac­
tured lumber on the free list ; and 

Whereas such a course would, in our judgment, lead to the closing 
ot the planing mills, box shops, and. lumber yards in Ogdensburg, and 
necessitate their removal to Canada, thereby deprivfog the members of 
the labor unions named in the following resolution o! their only means 
of employment and livelihood here : 

R c!:lolvea, therefot·e, That we, the members of Locals No. 217, No. 
238, and No. 429, of the International Longshoremen's Association, and 
Local No. 239, of the Amalgamated Woodworkers' International Union 
of America:, at Ogdensburg, N. Y., numbering about 800 men, and em­
ployed· for the: most" part in the plant of the. Skillings, Whitney& & 
Barnes Lumber Company, at Ogdensburg, N. Y., in mass meeting assem­
bled on the 15th day of May, 1909, do hereby most earnestly and sol­
emnly protest against putting dressed and manufactured lumber on the 
free list 

WILLIAM 1\1. KELLY, 
President Locai I. L. A. No. 211: 

I!.rnLOW A. OLMSTED, 
Vfoe-President Loaai I. D. A. No. 217.. 

JOHN .J. KELLY, 
President. I. L. A. Local No. 238 • 

EDMOND RAMIE, 
Secretary I. L. A. Loaai No. 2°!JR 

Lomm D. WILSON, 
President I. L. A. Loca.i No. 429, 

ADOLPHUS A. DOWNEY, 
President A. W. I. U. of A. Loc<U No. 239. 

WM. J. BLAKELY, 
ReoorrUttg Secreta1·11 A. W. I. U. of A. Local No. 239. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND presented petitions of sundry citizens o:f 
Syracuse, Wilson, Kanesville, Marriott, Plain City, North Ogden, 
West Weber,. Willard, Brigham, and Perry, all" in. the State of 
Utah, praying for the retention of the present duty on all grades 
of sugar, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of Local Union No. 9, Wall 
Paper Machine. Printers and Color Mixers' Association, of SandY. 
Bill, N. Y., praying for an increase of the duty on wall paper, 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Subdivision No. 419, Interna­
tional Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Brooklyn, N . Y., 
praying. for the. passage of the so-called" Burkett boiler-irulpec­
tion" bilI and the "Borah-Dawson. full-crew" bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PILES presented a petition of sundry citizens of· Tacoma, 
Wash., praying for a reduction of the. duty on print paper and 
wood pulp, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

.AMEND~IENT TO THE TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. GUGGENHEH1 submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by ·him to the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, 
equalize duties, and encourage the industries of the United 
States, and for other purposes, which was ordered to lie on the 
table and be p1inted. 

THE TARIFF. 

The PRESIDENT pro ten:ipore. The morning business is 
closed and the calendar is in order. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Wnole, resumed tbe con­
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, equalize 
duties, and encourage the industries of the United States, and 
for other purposes. 

.Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, the administration of tlle 
businesS' affairs of· the Government ought to be conducted up(Jll 
the same principle upon which iS conducted any othe1· well-
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managed business or establishment. .All exh·avagance and use­
less expenditure of money Should be eschewed. 

In theory, at least, all the people of this country have formed 
a partnership to equally protect the life, liberty, and property 
of every member of the organization. Everyone has sur­
rendered so much of his natural liberty and natural right as 
is necessary to the accomplishment of this purpose. To do this, 
it is neces:mry to have laws, and officers to expound, administer, 
and execute such laws. It is proper to make all necessary 
military and naval preparations to defend the honor and in­
tegrity of the body politic and of the country against foreign 
aggression. 

One of the rights surrendered by every member of the society 
is a right of the Government to tax him proportionately to the 
benefit received by him to raise revenue to defray the economical 
expenses of the Government. To tax any man more than this 
is· an act of tyranny that can not find any justification in morals 
or principle. 

To the lawmaking department is committed the power and the 
duty of determining what laws will protect life, liberty, and 
property, and what expenses should be therefor incurred, and 
what proportion of taxes · shall be levied upon the different 
members of society to raise the revenue sufficient to meet these 
expenses. For the lawmaking department to be unfaithful, 
unjust, or inequitable in the discharge of this duty is just as 
reprehensible as it is for the officers of a private corporation to 
be untrue to the duty and powers and functions committed to 
them. 

The Constitution, Article I, section 8, authorizes Congress­
To lay and collect taxes, duties. imposts, and excises to pay the debts 
and provide for the common defense and general welfare of the United 
States. 

This is the whole authority of Congress to lay or collect taxes, 
and the only purpose for which taxes can constitutionally be 
laid or collected. 

Every Member of Congress, when he enters upon the discharge 
of his duties, obligates himself to support this Constitution, 
which is an obligation that he will not, so far as his voice and 
vote goes, lay or collect any taxes for any purpose except to 
pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general 
welfare of the United States. 

The fact that there is no power or authority in the administra­
tion of the Government to which an appeal can be taken, and 
that can review the motives and purposes of a legislator in the 
laying and collecting of taxes, is not a reason for the loose con­
struction of the Constitution and the usurpation of power and 
authority not therein conferred; but it ought to be a strong 
incenti're to a strict construction of the Constitution, and to the 
abnegation of any power or authority that is not constitutionally 
conferred, but which may be with impunity exercised. 

There is a principle of law universally accepted, or to be more 
accurate, legal maxim, "That the naming of one is the exclusion 
of all others." So that when the Constitution says that Con­
gress may lay and collect taxes, it virtually says that nobody 
else is authorized to lay and collect taxes. 

There is another principle of law that is universally accepted 
that-

No power delegated by the Constitution to one branch of the Govern­
ment can be legally delegated by that branch to anybody else. 

It follows, therefore, than when the Constitution delegates to 
Congress the power to lay and collect taxes, Congress has no 
authority to delegate that power to manufacturers, or to any­
body else. 

Congress is to lay and collect taxes, and out of the taxes thus 
collected Congress is to pay the debts, and Congress is to pro­
vide for the common defense, and Congress is to provide for 
the general welfare of the United States. No money can be law­
fully applied to the payment of the debts, or applied to the pro­
vision of the common defense, or applied to the provision of the 
general welfare of the United States, except it be appropriated 
by Congress. The money thus collected for the purposes enu­
merated forms the Treasury of the United States; and in sec­
tion 9, Article I, of the Constitution it is said that no money 
shall be drawn from the Treasury, but in consequence of ap­
propriations made by law. 

I have called attention to the consideration of these pro­
visions of the Constitution that it may be seen how utterly pre­
posterous is ·the loose construction of the Constitution which 
claims authority of Congress to delegate to the manufacturers 
the power to collect taxes from the consumer under that grant 
by the Constitution to Congress of the power to collect taxes 
to pi·ovide for the general welfare of the United States. 

In the early years of the Government ·a school of politicians 
resorted to this loose construction of the Constitution that they 
might, as they claimed, nourish infant industries until they were 

' able to stand alone; and expressed the intention of then re-

turning to a sane, sound, and logical construction of the Con­
stitution. 

Out of that false construction and misguided patriotism has 
grown up the iniquitous system known as the" protective policy," 
but which in fact is- a policy of extortion. This is an exempli:fi­
ca tion of the danger attending the first step out of the "straight 
and narrow way," which, if long pursued, must inevitably lead 
to destruction. Under this policy of extortion, denominated by 
its advocates "protection" for the sake of euphony, the con­
sumer is required to pay to the manufacturer the price of his 
product with · a reasonable profit, and in addition thereto the 
equivalent of the tariff laid on the article consumed. 

This additional amount of the tariff thus laid on the article 
consumed is taxes unconstitutionally collected by the manufac­
turer from the consumer. That the manufacturer is thus per­
mitted to add the equivalent of the tariff to the price of his 
wares is the avowed purpose of the extorsive tariff. That he is 
supposed to do so, I quote from the junior Senator from Iowa 
when he was speaking of the conduct of a vice-president of a 
certain railway company. He said: "I suppose be, or his com­
pany, takes from you whatever he can, and that seems to be 
the habit in these days." If, then, the manufacturer has the 
power to take, and it is the habit to take, whatever he can, he 
adds the equivalent of the tariff to the price of his goods. 

The junior Senator from New York on the 11th day of this 
month said: 

In 1895 and 1896, when we had a duty of 30 per cent on these arti­
cles included in paragraph 192, the revenue was not substantially dif­
ferent from the revenue which · is now derived from the present duty 
of 55 per cent. 

He had to explain this failure of the 30 per cent tariff to 
produce more revenue than the 55 per cent tariff by saying 
that-

Our people had not the money with which to buy china ware from 
abroad or anywhere else, and; therefore, no greater revenue was pro­
duced by the revenue duty of 30 per cent than is produced by the pro­
tective duty of 55 per cent. 

The scarcity of money was caused by the panic of 1893, which 
panic was under a Republican tariff law enacted in 1890, and 
which threw its shadow over the four succeeding years. 

I may be pardoned for digressing long enough to read this 
further from the speech of the junior Senator from Iowa, 
which will be found on page 1879 of the RECORD: 

But if he takes from you, or if his company takes from you $25 per 
ton , based on the actual ·transportation from Salt Lake City to New 
York City, then, I believe, the people of Utah ought quickly to awaken 
to some sense of the slavery under which they are held and try to 
emancipate themselves. 

I commend this thought to the consumers of the United States, 
and apply it by saying that they ought quickly to awaken to 
some sense of the slavery under which the extorsive tariff holds 
them: and try to emancipate themselves. 

The beneficiaries of the extorsive tariff are the ones who ad­
vocate and proclaim its beneficence. They patriotically claim 
the American markets for themselves, because, they say, they 
are American producers. W~en they are thus advocating a policy 
that makes them rich at the expense of tho_se upon whom . they 
have no claims for pecuniary conh·ibutions, their bursts of fer­
vid eloquence and rhythmic rhetoric and flights of fancy are 
direfully pathetic . . They convince themselves that they are 
really influenced by a spirit of patriotism to advocate laws that 
will enable them to rob their fellow-citizens. 

This is not strange, for it has been said, "We believe that 
without which our nature would be dissatisfied, and this belief 
takes its rise in the feelings-the blind expressions of intel­
lectual want-which form: the first stage toward completed in­
sight." But it is strange that they can so illusionize themselves 
as to believe that they are influenced by the disinterested and 
unselfish desire to exclusively benefit the laboring man. I com­
mend to them one of the proverbs of the ancient Greeks-
" Know thyself." -

I crave your indulgence while I devote a minute or two to this 
interesting subject. I find, if my information and inquiry are 
correct, that the dutiable importations for 1907 were, in round 
numbers, $780,000,000; that the customs receipts were $320,-
000,000, which would show that the tariff paid on dutiable goods 
imported averaged a little more than 42 per cent for that year. 
Our domestic production was a little more than $14,000,000,000; 
our exports nearly $2,000,000,000; so that the domestic produc­
tions consumed amounted to a little more than $12,000,000,000. 
If we include in that the 42 per cent of the tariff, the manufac­
turers have ·been the beneficiaries of the tariff tu the extent of 
$3,550,000,000, in round numbers. 

The wages paid to laborers in 1904 amounted to $2,331,938,518. 
A liberal estimate for 1907 would be two and a half l.>illions of 
dollars paid to laborers. So that the manufacturers were the 
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beneficiaries of the tariff more than $1,000,000,000 in excess of 
what they paid to laborers for labor. 

If I were addressing a conyention of protected manufacturers, 
I would say to them: You have collected, through the tariff, 
under the guise of benefiting labor, $3,550,000,000 and you ha·rn 
only delivered to laborers $2,500,000,000; you are, therefore, in 
debt to them for all the work they have dons, and you are further 
indebted to them in the sum of $1,050,000,000, which you have 
collected in their name and fraudulently withheld from them. 

I do not claim that the figures that I have given are perfectly 
exact, but they are accurate enough, for all practical purposes, 
to show that the manufacturers neither need fuis protectid'n to 
enable them to compete with foreign producers, nor do they pay 
to laborers whom they employ the amount of money they col­
lect in their name; indeed, they do not pay them out of their 
own pockets anything, but require the consumers to pay them 
their wages, and then withhold one-third of that which the con­
sumers pay for wages of the laborers. 

Returning to the discussion before this digression, I can not 
consent to that doctrine that as a Democrat I should vote for 
a. tariff bill to raise revenue sufficient for the extravagant ad­
ministration of the Government. I can understand how Re­
publicans, who have extravagant and profligate ideas of the 
administration of the Government, after having voted for 
extravagance and profligacy, will vote for the collection of ex­
orbitant revenues to meet such profligate expenditures; but I 
do not feel called upon to vote for a tariff bill to raise revenue 
more than sufficient, in my judgment, to meet the expenses of 
an economical and business administration of the Government. 
As a Democrat, I feel that it is my duty to endeavor to limit 
the expenses of the Government to its reasonable requirements, 
and to vote for the raising of a revenue sufficient to meet these 
expenses. 

I think the Philippine Islands are a burden that we should 
throw from our shoulders. In so doing we could, and ought 
to, reduce the army and nayY expenditures a hundred millions 
of dollars. 

We can, and ought to, reduce the expenditures on account 
of pensions. The pension laws ought to be equal and uniform. 
There should be no private pension bills. If one man, an ex­
soldier, with a certain disability, is pensioned, another man, 
an ex-soldier, with the same disability, ought to be pensioned an 
equal amount. The private soldier who performed the drudgery 
of camp life and incurred most of the dangers in battle and 
on the sentinel's post should have a pension equal to the officer 
who enjoyed the distinction and privileges and authority of the 
army and had the best of the camp and was exempt from 
many of the dangers to which the private soldier was exposed. 

It is no answer to say that the officer was of a higher rank and 
received a higher salary during the time he and the private soldier 
were in the actual active service of the country. They have both 
been relegated to prh-ate life and are private citizens, who are, 
or ought to be, on a perfect equality before the law. The pension 
laws are not for the payment to either of these men for the 
service he has rendered; but ha >ing done military service to 
his country, theEe laws are intended to recognize such service; 
and if by misfortune he should fall upon evil days, the Gov­
ernment for which he fought will in this way shelter him. 
This is the only principle upon which pension laws can be 
enacted. 

There are other places that will occur to those in authority, 
if they are looking for them, where the expenses of the Gov­
ernment are greater than they should be and can be reduced 
and ought to be reduced. 

When these expenses are reduced to the reasonable necessities 
of go,ernmental expenditure the taxes raised to defray them 
ought to be levied and collected by _some system that will appor­
tion them among the taxpayers in proportion to the benefits of 
government received. 

I do not inveigh against the rich man. I like to see men 
become rich, but I want them to become rich out of the pro­
ceeds of their own industry and not out of the proceeds and 
earnings of others. The rich do not pay customs taxes in pro­
portion to their wealth as much as do those of moderate means. 
Let me illustrate this: The man worth $3,000 must use strict 
economy if he purchases less than $300 a year of dutiable 
goods. One hundred dollars of this is a tax paid to the Gov­
ernment if he buys imported goods and paid to the manu­
facturer if he buys domestic goods. This tax amounts to one­
thirtieth of what he is worth. 

The man worth $3,000,000 would have to consume $300,000 of 
dutiable goods, and thereupon pay a tax of $100,000 before he 
would pay a proportionate part of the expenses of the Govern­
ment. The man with $30,000,000 would have to consume $3,000,-
000 of dutiable goods and pay $1,000,000 of taxes to the Govern­
ment before he would pay in proportion to the man worth $3,000. 

You know the rich do not pay their proportion of the expenses 
of the Government. The man worth $3,000,000 has a thousand 
times as much protection from the laws of the country as the 
man with $3,000; and the man with $30,000,000 has ten thousand 
times as much protection from the laws of the country. All 
these men, or a good. many of them, are unwilling to pay in 
proportion to the benefits derived from government. 

I do not say that a man o_ught to pay more than his propor­
tionate share of the taxes to support the Goyernment merely 
because he is rich, but I do say that he ought not to be exempt 
from payment of his proportionate share of the Government's 
expenses merely because he is rich. You may say that men can 
not be compelled to buy dutiable goods and thus contribute to 
the revenue of the Government. '.rhat is true. Neither can 
men of small means live without buying more dutiable goods 
than multimillionaires are required to buy in proportion. 

The law in laying and collecting taxes sJ:\ould be mindful of 
both these facts and should lay and collect taxes with reference 
to both of them. To make this levY of taxes somewhat more 
equal, it is proposed to collect a revenue of 2 or 3 per cent upon 
the incomes of all persons in excess of $5,000 a year. There is 
opposition to this because it is said that it impinges that part 
of section 9, Article I, of the Constitution, which says that no 
capitation or other direct tax shall be laid, unless in proportion 
to the census or enumeration directed to be taken. 

A great deal of learning and investigation by the courts have 
been devoted to this clause of the Constitution, which seems 
to me to require for its interpretation nothing but a plain, 
practical reading. After all the investigation and learning de­
voted to it by the courts the Supreme Court of the United 
States for a hundred years held that a law imposing an income 
tax does not violate this clause of the Constitution. With the 
long train of decisions that accumulated within the century 
staring them in the face, the Supreme Court in the Pollock case 
by a majority of one declared that an income tax is violative 
of this clause of the Constitution. 

· At once upon reading this clause it is discovered that the 
framers of the Constitution mentioned capitation tax as a di­
rect tax. This is shown by the use of the word " other." Then, 
when capitation is specified as a direct tax, and all other di­
rect taxes are exclude<l, by a familiar rule of construction other 
direct taxes must be of the same kind. 
- A capitation tax is defined to be a tax upon each head of 

persons without reference to property. Then, any other direct 
tax must be a tax without reference to property; a tax upon the 
individual and not upon his property. Manifestly, when the 
framers of the Constitution used the word_" capitation," it oc­
curred to them that there might be some way of evading its 
force by some other word that would tax the individuals in­
stead of the property of the country, and to prohibit that it 
was stated " or other direct tax." And for this reason nobody 
did Qr could answer the query propounded to the convention, 
"What is a direct tax?" · 

A capitation tax, which is a tax without reference to property, 
is the only direct tax that can be imposed. If the taxing of 
any property could be denominated a direct tax, then the taxing 
of all property is a direct tax. A man's business is his property, 
and if you tax his business, it is as much a direct tax upon 
his property as to tax his land. All the refinement of the learn­
ing of the courts for a hundred years has never been able to 
show that it is any less the taxing of property to tax a man's 
business or profession than to tax his land. 

The only thing required by the Constitution is that the tax 
shall be equal and uniform. So that when a tax is imposed 
upon an income it does not violate this clause of the Constitu­
tion. And as it is demonstrable that an income tax is absolutely 
necessary under the -provisions of this bill to in any degree 
equalize the burdens of raising revenue for the Government, it 
is a tax eminently proper. 

It has been estimated by the proponent of this amendment 
for an income tax, the Senator from Texas [ tlr. BAILEY], that 
it will produce a revenue of from sixty to eighty millions of 
dollars. 

Another item of revenue production that would be just and 
fair would be the imposition of a head tax upon immigrants. 
Twenty millions of dollars could thus be raised through those 
who come to our country to enjoy the blessings of liberty. If 
they are worthy to come, they will not object to paying some­
thing for the privileges they receive. If they are not worthy, 
a head tax can not be raised too high in order to exclude them. 

If you are in earnest in your desire to benefit the labor of 
the country, here is an opportunity for you to do something for 
them. You ask the Government to allow you to tax the con­
sumer because, you say, you want to benefit the laborers. Your 
plea is that you do not want the American laborer to have to 
compete with the cheap labor of Europe. If you are sincare, 
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here is .an epportnnity for you 'to show it. Exclude 'the cheap l 
labor of lDurope by putting n bead tax high enough to :prevent I 
that cheap la:bor's entrance. · 

.After raising $70,000,000 from an income tax and .$20,900,000 
from ·a head tax on immigration to this country, you will then, ; 
'if you desire to be equitable and just in the enactment of your 
tariff laws, reduce the duty on ai~ticles used by the plain labor­
ing people of rthe country. 

When I say laboring people, I mean those who labor, not only 
with their hands but with their brains-the man w.ho labors 
in the :field and factory, behind th-e counter and in the •office8 of 
the professions, in the schooh·eom, and in every other 'Vocation. 

You can ·do ·another thing. You can take the 1:ax off farm im- ' 
·plements and the tools of carpenters and blacksmiths and ot 
·we-rkingmen. A few days ago I offered an amendment looking 
to the putting ·of farm implements, ca1~nter's tools, and black­
smith's tools upon. the free list. Y.ou voted it down. After­
wards I offered an amendment in an effort rto put printing 
presses, sewing machines, and typewriters on the free Iist. You 
•voted that down. 

If you will reduce the extravagance and profligacy of the 
Government and impose these taxes that I have just mentioned, 
you can .then put farming implements, carpenter's tools, .black­
smith's tools, printing presses, sewing machines, and type­
writers and other necessary articles upon the free list. You can 
then, and even now, with your bill as it is, afford to put bag­
ging and ties on the free list. 

The amount of bagging manufactured in the United States 
last year was 83,650,000 yards, and 16,350,000 yards imported. 
The revenue realized by the GO"vernment on bagging and ties 
was a little more than $120,000. l bear Senators in their places 
say to the Senate that there are in their States certain indus­
tries which require that you shall lay a tax upon the importa­
tion of products such as theirs, enQugh to enable them to tax the 
·consumers sufficient to keep these ind11stries in operation, and 
they call that " protection." 

I do not ·ask you in behalf of the' cotton growers of the South 
to lay a tax upon anybody, or upon anybody's rproperty, for their 
benefit, but I do ask you not to lay a tax upon them for the 
benefit of somebody else. All I ask ior the cotton growers of 
Mississippi is that you do not, directly or indirectly, tax the 
product of their toil. 

There is ~carcely anything in Mississippi that is benefited by 
a tariff. When other individual States have legislation in this 
bill for the benefit of the industries of those States, is it not as 
r.easonable to ask for the same consideration for th-e State of 
Mississi-ppi? 

T.he people of the South produce about 12,000,000 bales of 
cott.on annually. It requires the labor of about 6,000,000 of 
people. 'l'he laborers each get about $100 in the cultivation of 
this crop. True, they raise otha- crop.s--cGrn, oats, wheat, and 
so forth-but the crop to which they look for ready money is 
the cotton crop. 

'I judge a fair average for this crop is 10 cents a pound­
$6,000,000 a year put into circulation, and going to make up the 
balance of trade with the world in our favor, and witho.ut which 
the balance of trade would be against us. Cotton is the only 
product of the United -States that will, at all times and under 
all circumstances, bring to this country the gold of Europe. 
And this by the labor of men and women who are not benefited 
one particle by any provision of tariff taxation. 

These people ask you to give them free bagging .and ties; that 
is, to take the tariff off of bagging and ties, and thus save to 
them from three to five millions of dollars a year -0f the money 
they earn. In behalf of these people, I ask you to do this act 
()f justice. If you will not do this, then I say away with your 
honeyed expressions of interest in the South. 

These laborer work the entire year to make, gather, and 
prepare for market the cotton which they are glad to sell for 
10 cents a pound. When it is converted into the plainest articles 
of manufacture it is worth from 35 cents to $1 a pound. In th-e 
plain manufacture it turns out from 4 to 8 square yards to the 
pound. In the fine fabrics produced from cotton the increased 
value to the manufacturer is relatively greater. 

It has been said that when the farmer sells his bale o'f cotton 
he sells the bagging and ties at the price ()f the cotton, and 
thereby receives more for the bagging .and ties than he pays for 
them. That is a mistake. When the cotton rea<:h~ Liverpool, 
where the price of cotton is fixed, 30 pounds a bale is deducted 
for tare, and that on account of the bagging and ties, and of 
course the purchaser in this country must necessarily calculate 
that in the price be makes. 

I ask leave to print in the RECORD as an appendix a table 
showing tbe prices of cotton from 1860 to 1907, and I call atten-

ition especially to ·the price of cotton in l:864, wnich shows the 
estimate put upon this staple ·by the world at a time of its great­
est ·scarcity . 

'The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hean; no ob~ection. 
The table referred to will be found at the end of l\Ir. Mc­

LA.URIN's remarks, as Appendix B. 
Mr . .McLAURIN. - · Mr. President, loath as I .am -to occupy the 

time of the Senate, .I can not conclude what I have to say with­
out expressing my most solemn "Protest against the amendment 
which -proposes "to tax coffee. This is not any longer an article 
of luxury. In three-fourths of the homes of this .country it i a11 
aTtJcle of dire -necessity. Thousands of men and women, who 
work that they may eat ·and live anCl have clothes and shelter, 
:would drag themselves through their day's labor suffering the 
tortures of excruciating headaches if they could nut have a enp 
ot coffee for breakfast. rt is true that in :many cases they ·are 
compelled to use a cheap quality; nevertheless, they must use 
some coffee of some quality. To pla.ce a tax upon these people 
of 5 ·cents a paund upon them coffee, and deny the rich the bene­
ifits of paying -an income tax, is a species of iniquitous legislation 
that lam not pr-epared to believe even the Republican J)arty wm 
enact. 

If I were enacting this bill, I would take an the tax off 
tobacco. I would not encourage the use -0f tobaeco. J think it 
is a deprecable habit But there a.re millions of J)eople w:ho 
have nsed it so long that they think they can not live without 
it, and far the greater number of these are people who can 
not ·well aff-0rd to have to pay an extortionate 'Price far tobaeco. 

I intended to say something before I concluded in behalf 
of the .reduction of the tax on sugar. The tariff on all raw sugar 
should be the same and there should not be any tariff on re­
iined sugar. The sugar trust has made hundreds of millions 
of dollars out of the tariff that has been enacted for thclr 
'benefit, and with these hundreds of mUlions of .dollars they 
·ought to be ·able to live in comfort th.e ·balance of their lives, 
and I il.m told that when one of them dies he does not take a 
nickel of it with him to the next world. 

But .as I have ·already occupied too much of the time of the 
Senate, I will ask leave to print, as an appendix to what I have 
to say, a tabl-e on sugar, which I will send to the desk. 

Now, Mr. President, in conclusion I have but a few more 
words to say. In the days of the Reman Empire the right to 
tax provinces was sold by the government to the highest bidder. 
The J)urchaser of this right paid the money for it into the 
treasury. The operation <>f this system was so tyrannical that 
they became a byword to the taxpayers and were called " pub­
licans/' IR this day .and in this Government the right is giyen 
to certain interests and interested persons to ta.~ -the people, 
and they pay nothing for it They tax without remorse, and 
they a.re caned "Re-publicans." 

Mr. President, I ask leave to have printed in the RECORD as 
an appendix tG my remarks a table I have prepared on the 
sugar schedule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lli!ars no objection. 
The table refer.red to, marked "Appendix A," is as follows: 

APPIDNDIX A. 
Sttgar production of the toorld, 1906-'1. 

[From repol't No. 86, United States Department of Agriculture and -pre­
pared in the Division of Foreign Markets, Bureau o:f Statistics.] 

Long tons. 
1. Can.e sugar, United States, including Louisiana, Texas, 

Hawaii, and Porto Rico---------------------------- 845, 871 
2. Cuba--------------------------------------------- 1, 427, 673 
3. Other West Indies------------------------------- 279, 631 

t(~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~=~~ ··iH:m 
Total cane sugar---------------------------- 7, 360, 172 

United States proaucUon 11.48 per cent of the world's prod1totio11,. 
1. Beet sugar, United States _________________ long tons-- 431 796 
2. Beet -sugar, Canada.....---------------------------dO---- 11: 367 
3. Beet sugar, Germ~--------------..:.-metric tonS-- 2, 238, -000 
4.. Beet sugar, A--ustria-Hungary----~----------do_. __ 1) 344, 000 
5. Beet sugar, France __________________________ do___ 756, 000 
'6. Beet sugar, Russfa ___________________________ do ___ 1, 470, 000 
'L. Beet sugar, Belglum-~-----------~----------do___ '283, 000 
8. Beet sngar, Netherlands---------------------do--- 181 800 
9. Beet sugar, other countries---------~-----long tons-- 445: 000 

Total beet "Sugar------------------------- 7, 160, 163 
The long ton is 2,240 pounds ; the metric, 2,204.622. 
Licht, the European compiler, uses the metric ton, and Ame-r·ican 

compilers do not change. The dlffere:nce-35 pounds-is immaterial in 
a general argument or calculation. 
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The United States production of beet sugar, 431,796 tons, is about 
6.03 per cent of the world's production. 

Total world's prnduction of sttgar. 
Cane ______________________________________ long tons __ 

Beet ------------------------------------------tons __ 
7,360,172 
7,lGO, 163 

Total----------------------------------------- 14,520,335 
Deducting 95,000 tons for difference between the metric and 

long ton for Europe________________________________ 9~000 

Total world production ________________ long tons-- 14, 425, 335 

The United States production of cane and beet sugar is slightly more 
than 8. per cent of the world's production. 

These figures are not exactly correct, as the Bureau of Statistics in­
cludes the sugar from fhe Philippines in Asia. 

The production of the Philippine Islands in 1907 was 145,500 long 
tons of cane sugar. Should it be deemed advisable •tQ consider this -a 
United States production, the figures will stand: 

Untted States cane sugar, 991,371 long tons, or 13.4 per cent of the 
world's production of cane sugar, and 9.8 per cent of the world's pro­
duction of q,oth cane and beet sugar. 

Sugar consumption of the 1oorld, 11J07. 

Foreign sugars in United States------------------------
DomestiC --------------------------------------------

Long tons. 
2,337,352 

656,627 

'l'otal United States consumption_________________ 2, 993, 979 
World's production----------------------------------- 14, 520, 335 

World's consumption outside the United States ____ 11, 526, 356 
United States consumption, 25.96 per cent of all the rest of the 

world- 20 per cent of the world's production. 
Of the total quantity consumed in the United States in 1907, nearly 

80 per cent was imported from either foreign countries or our insttlar 
possessions. 

Imported from Hawail----------------~---------------­
Imported from Porto RicO------------------------------
Imported from Philippines _____________________________ _ 

Total imported from insular possessions ___________ _ 
Imported from all sources------------------------------

Tons. 
392,871 
210,000 
145,500 

748; 371 
2, 337,352 

rotal imported from foreign countries ______________ 1, 588, 981 
About 53 per cent of the United States consumption comes from for­

eign countries, 25 per cent from our insular possessions, 8.1 per cent 
from Louisiana and Texas, and 13 per cent of domestic beet sugar. 

Chamcter of the importations as to duties. 
Nearly 85 per cent of the sugar imported comes from Hawaii, Porto 

Rico, the Philippines, and Cuba, under tariff concessions, while about 
15 per cent comes from other countries and pays full duties. 

Cuba alone furnishes about 58 per cent of the foreign sugar con­
sumed in the United States, and about 45 per cent of all the sugar 
consumed in the same country. Nearly all the imported sugar is made 
from cane, less than 1 per cent of the imports in 1907 being from beets. 

Imported sugar in 19(!1, with concessions. I 
From IIawaii, free ____________________________________ Lo~ii,0~~2 
From Porto Rico, free __ _:.______________________________ 212, 853 
From Philippines, 25 per cent less than regular rates______ 10, 700 
Cuba, under reciprocity, 20 per cent less than regular rates_ 1, 340, 400 

Total, with concessions--------------------------
Imported st,gar, with full duties. 

Raw cane, from 95 cents to $1.75~ per hundredweight_ ___ _ 
Raw beet------- - -------------------------------------
Refined beet, $1.95 per hundredweighL------------------
Refined cane------------------------------------------

1,982,033 

Tons. 
347,509 

6, 789 
949 

50 

Total dutiable ---------------------------------- 355, 297 Total with concessions ___________________________ 1, 982, 055 

Total imports----------------------------------- 2, 337, 35::! 
Paying full duties, about 16 per cent; free, about 28 per cent; with 

concessions, about 55 per cent. 
Characte1· o_f importations as to conditions. 

(a) Imports paying full duties: 
Raw cane sugar - ----------------------------------Raw beet sugar __________________________________ _ 

Total raw sugar--------------------------------
Refined cane _____________________________________ _ 

Refined beet--------------------------------------

Tons. 
347,509 

6,789 

354, 289 

50 
94!) 

-----T otal refined sugar _____________________________ _ 999 
But little more than one-fourth of 1 per cent of the importations were 

of relined sugar. 
(b) Imports, with concessions: Tons. 

Raw sugar (no refined sugar)----------------------- 1,982,055 

(c) Imports, with duties and concessions: 
Raw, with concessions----------------------------- 1, 982, 055 
Raw, with duties---------------------------------- 354, 298 

Total raW-------------------------------------- 2,336,353 
Total refined------------------------------------ 999 

The percentage is too insignificant to calculate. 
Raw and refl,ned sugat·. 

Willett & Gray have compiled the following table, which has been 
adopted by the Department of Agriculture in Report No. 86. 

Consumption of refined and raw sugar in the United States and quan­
tities refined by different classes of refiners in 1907: 

Classes. 

Refined sugar manufactured by: Lonn tons. 
American Sugar Refining 00-------------------------· 1,400.,061 49.27 
Independent refiners---------------------------------- 1,004,827 37 .44 
Beet-sugar factories .... ------------~----------------- 375,354 13.19 
Hawaiian cane-sugar factories_______________________ 1,674 .00 
Foreign refiners_______________________________________ 1,068 04 

Total refined. _________ -----------------------------
Raw sugar consumed ... ----------------------------------

2,843, 9'28 
150,051 

100 

About 5 per cent in 1907, and, if the two preceding years be consid­
ered, less than 5 per cent of the sugar consumed in the United States is 
used in a raw, unrefined condition, while more than 95 per cent is refined. 

About one-half of the sugar refined is turned out by the American 
Sugar Refining Company, about three-eighths by the indep~ndent re 
fineries, one-tenth by American beet-sugar factories, and only the small 
est fraction of 1 per cent by foreign refineries. In fact, the high rate 
of duty on refined sugar-:;>1:95 per 100 pounds, or nearly 2 cents a 
pound-practically bars out all importations of refined sugar and creates 
an excessive importation of raw sugar to be refined by American re 
:fineries, at a rate of profit nearly equal to the duty on refined sugar 
In other words, the price of refined sugar in the nited States has been 
raised to the consumer to the advantage of the American refineries with 
out a corresponding increase to the Government in revenues. Duties 
which should have improved the government revenues have been silently 
changed into profits for American refineries. 

The import prices for sugar not above No. 16 Dutch standard m 
color, cane, were for the year 1906-7 as follows : 

1906. 
JulY---------------------------------------------------­
August-------------------------------------------------­
Scptember-----------------------------------------------October ________________________________________________ _ 

November----------------------------------------------­
Dece1nbe1'------------··-----------------------~-----------

1907. 

~~i~~~{.;==============-================================== :r-.rarch --------------------------------------------------
April-------------------------------------------------~­
:r-.faY---------------------------------------------------­
June----------------------------------------------------

Cents 
0.0198 

• 0216 
• 0196 
• 0196 
• 0196 
• 0190 

• 0221 
• 0215 
• 0207 
• 0208 
. 0228 
• 0234 

Average for a year=0.0208 cent per pound. 
The wholesale price for standard A for 1907 was 0.0445 per pound 

and for granulated 0.0465. 'l'he export price of sugar refined in 1907 
was 0.0386 cent, or about 4 cents a pound. 

In other words, the average foreign cost per pound was 2.08 cents 
in 1907, while the wholesa_le price of granulated sugar in New York 
for the same year was 4.6o cents per pound, and the export pnce of 
all refined sugar 3.86 cents. 

The consumption in the United States for 1!:107 was 2,993,979 long 
tons, or 6,706,512,960 pounds, an average of 77.5 pounds per capita, 
or 387.5 pounds per family of five. 

SUGAR SCHEDULE E. 

1. A most complicated one. This paper, however, will endeavor to 
present its actual workings in 1907: Molasses, not above 40°, duty 20 
per cent. Cuba, 20 per cent less 20 per cent. No. 3229 imports 
1701631.53 gallons, duties $5,053, ad valorem 20 per cent; fr'om Cuba 
20,'l02,994 gallons, duties $92,215.20, ad valorem 16 per cent. ' 

2
0 

Above 40 and under 56, 3 cents a gallon; Por~o Rico, 15 per cent 
of " cents ; Cuba, less 20 per cent. No. 3230, llilports at 3 cents 
888,945.50 gallons, duties $26,668.37, ad valorem 15.51 per cent! 
Porto Rico, 1,344,060 gallons, duties $8,048.28, ad valorem 2.05 pe~ 
cent; Cuba, 990,271 gallons, duties $23,766.50, ad valorem 27.93 per 
cent. 

3. Over 56°, 6 cents a gallon ; Porto Rico, 15 per cent of 6 
cents; Cuba, 6 cents less 20 per cent. No. 3231, imports at 6 cents 
10,910 gallons, duties $654.60, ad valorem 34.76 per cent; Porto Rico' 
3,584 gallons, duties $32.26, ad valorem 4.13 per cent; Cuba 217 25 
gallons, duties $10.413, ad valorem 9.61 per cent. ' · 

1".o. 3232. Sirup, refined, 20 per cent ; imports, 33,457 pounds • 
duties, $509.20; ad valorem, 20 per cent. ' 

Molasses above 40° are practically prohibited. Between 40 and 
56° a great quantity comes in, but it is nearly all from Porto Rico 
whose rate is practically a free one. A better schedule, possibly would 
combine No~. 3229, 3230, 3231, and 3232 into a simple scheddle, mo­
lasses and suup,_ at an ad valorem rate of 20 per cent, with concessions 
to Cuba and Porto Rico. 

Beet sugars. Pounds. 

No. 3239, not above 75, 0.95 cent per 
pound.------------ ----------------··----- 1,939 

No. 3247, not above 88, 1.405 cents per 
pound-------------------·----------- ---- · · 6,090,088 

No. 3253, not above 94, 1.615 cents per 
pound----------------------------------·- · 306,396,063 

No. 3254, not above 95, 1.66 cents per 
pound------------------------------------· 9,99.5,095 

No. 3255, not above 96, 1.685 cents per 
pound------------------------------------· 28,523, 776 

Duties. Ad va-
lorem. 

Per cent. 
$18.42 36.12 

93,995.74 69.39 

4,918,296'.46 78.26 

114,700.07 76.56 

480,625.63 87.16 

No. 3253 produces nearl.y all the revenue. A better classification 
would se_em to be a single item for all beet sugars of all degrees,, polari-
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scoplc test, with• a rate of 1 cent a pound. This would• not hurt the 
beet-sugar men of the United States and would help· consumers: 

Cane sugars. 

No . 3259, not. above 75, 0.95 cent per 
pound---------- - -------~---------- · Ouba, 20 Pel" cent.1 oft' ________________ _ 
. Philippines-, 25 per cent off ___________ _ 

Wo. 3~60, not above 76, 0.985 cent per 
pound .... -----.---------------------- ---

• Noi 3261 , not above 71, 1.0'2 cents per 
pound ... _______ -------------- ---_. -. _ --· 

No. 3262, not abov~ 78 .. 1.055 cents per pound._. ________ . ____________________ . _ .. .. 
No. 3263, not above 79, 1.09 cents per 

pound. ________ --- ____ ---- -·--- ---- -----· 
No. 3?....64, not above 80, 1.125 cents· pe:r 

pound- _______________ --- . ------. ---- ---· 
No. 3265, not above 181, 1.16 cents per 

pound ____ ------ .. -- ______ -- --------- .. 
PhiUppines, 25 per cent o1I~----------­

No. 3266, not above 82, 1.195 cents per 
pound--------------------- ---------· 

Philippines, 25 per-cent'o:tr. ---------­
No. 3267; not above · 83, 1.23 cents per 

pound .•. __ ____ --------------- ___ -----· Philippinm, 25 per: cent ofi' ___________ _ 
No. 3268, not above· 84, 1.265 cents p:er-

pound._- ------------- _____ --- ----_ . . 
No. 3269; not above 85, 1.3 cents. per pound. ______________ . ___________________ _ 

Philippine , 25 pm: cent ofi' ____________ _ 
No. 3270, not above 86, 1.335. cents per 

pound-----------------------------------· Pl:tilil.Jpines, 25 per cent off _____________ _ 
Ouba, 20 per. cent.off ___________ _ 

No. 3271, not. above 87, 1.37 cer:.ts. per 
pound------------------Ehilippine;t, 25 per cent o:fL. ___ ___ _ 

No. 3272, not above sa, 1..4.05 cents per.. 
pound-------------- ----------Philippines, 25 per cent off. ____________ _ 

Cuba, 20 per cent off _______________ ____ _ 
No1 3273, not above 89, 1.44 cents per 

pound .. ____ --- ____ .. _________ --- __ --~-----
Philippines, 25 pe:r cent off _____________ _ 
Cuba, 20 per cent off ___________________ _ 

No. 3274, not above 90, 1.475 cents per pound ______________________ .. ----- -______ _ 
No. 3275, not above 91, 1.51 cents per 

pound .... ------------------------------
No. 3276, not above 92, 1.545 cents pe:r pound .. _______________________ ------ _____ _ 
No. 3'Z17, no importation in 1907. 
No. 3278, not above 94, 1 .615 cents per pound .• ____________ --- .. _. __ --- __________ _ 

Cuba, 20 pe:x: cent'off ___________________ _ 
No. 3279, not above 95, 1.65 cents per 

pound ... _--·-- .. ------ --- ----- ----- ----.. --Cuba, 20 per cent off ___________________ _ 
No. 3?.80, not above 96, 1.685 cents per 

pound .. ____ --- .. -- .. -- -- --- --- ----. __ ---- · Cuba, 20 per cent off ___________________ _ 
No. 3281 , not• above- 97, 1.72 cents peri 

pound .. _ ... _ --- -- ------. _ -----. --- -- _ -- __ _ 
No. 3282, not above 98, 1. 755 cents pe:r 

Pounds. Duties. 

1,236,006 ' $11,742 
6 . -----------

3,360 • 23 . 

3,40.) 33 . 

45,898 4.68 

6,148 64 

52,768 - 575 

55,538 624 

739'.831 8,581 
131',&30 1.,146 

6,099 60 
11,50-1· 103,080 

35,266;696 433,780 
9,258,633 80;841 

303 3 

2.~ 38 
17,136. 167, 

4,072,119 !»,362 
6,293,444 63,013 

169,158,508 1,806,612 

74,579 1,Cr21 
16,3.14,078 165,469 

31,634,257 444,461 
18,228,856 192,086 

996,972 11,205 

l,265,067 1!1,216 
8,n-7,686 94,150 

959,725 11,056 

1.016 I4 

116,216 1,754 

52,091 ro! 

20,935,311 338",105 
5,596,019 72,300 

38,615,356 ro7,153 
2!904,241,322 38,335,985 

593,412,212 9',998,995 
85,211,423 1,148,649 

14,243',666 244,991. 

Ad va­
lorem. 

Per cent. 
23.89 
10 
36.27 

54.10 

40.12 

30.08 

42.42 

40.00 

107,49 
21.'J:l 

25 .45 
43.29. 

91.08 
4'1.88 

27.36 

30.34 
48.71 

82.00 
46.39 
62.90 

46.16 
61.40 

81 .81 
48.60 
69.43 . 

P!T. 73 
43.65 
56.70 

36.56 

120.19 

64.96 

75,33 
67.34 

70.65 
59.84 

B0.46 
64.36 

97.64 

pound-------------------------------·---­
•--~-~~ 11~-~~-1 -~---

1,621~428 28,41i6 69.40 

-Total. --------. --------- -- ----------- 3,980,128,265 54,310, 082. ----------

Average duty 1.37 cents per pound on imports regular, and wlth con­
cessions. . Fom· hundred and eighteen thousand one hundred and two long 
tons came in free from Hawaii. This is equal to 936,548,480 pounds. 
The refiners get this much tree sugar~ and 3.980,128,265. pounds at an 
average duty of 1.37 cents per pouna. Adding the free and dutiable 
sugars, we have a total oi 4,916,675,745 pounds of. raw cane sugar, 
which comes to the American reftrreries at- a tariff cost of $54,310,082, or 
an average duty rate of 1.104. cents per pound. The tariff rate on· re­
fined sugar is 1.95 cents per pound, which makes the· real differential to 
the refineries 0.746 cent, instead of 0.261; cent, as claimed by them. 
Their argument rests on 96° sugar, which carries a duty of 1.685 cents, 
and gives a. difl'erential of 0.265 cent. Ninety-six-!fegree sugar, however, 
covers but 678,623,635 pounds of import, while 95° sugar covers 
2,942.856,678 pounds, or three4ou!ths of the raw. cane sugar · imported. 
The differential on the 95° sugar is 0.3. Granting ~ loss of 5!; pounds 
for refining, or 0.14 cent, the protection left refineries- on· 95" sugar is 
0.16 cent, or about one-sixth, instead of one-eighth as argued. But it 
is misleading to argue the ra:te of p:rutectlorr on either' 95° sugar or 96 ° 
sugar. The protection is really the differential between the average 
rate on all imported raw cane sugar, free and dutiable~ .which is (1.95 
less 1.104) 0.846 cent. It is illogical to deduct anytrung for the 5§ 
pounds loss in relining, inasmuch ais this is a common loss to. both.foreign 
and domestic refineries; but granting it at their claim of 0.14 cent, the 
ditrerential is then 0. 706 cent, instead of 0.125 as claimed-seven-tenths 
cent per pound, instead of one-eighth cent. The difference between 
o 706 cent, the protection actually received by the refinerieshand 0.125 
cent, the amount admitted, is 0.581 cent. or more ~an one- a.If cent a 
pound filched from the pockets of the consumer, without corresponding 
advantage to Government; and transferred to the pockets- of the re­
fineries.. Four billion nine hundred and sixteen million six · hundred 
and seventy-six thousand seven hundred and forty-five pounds of raw 
sugar come in and go to the refineries at a revenue or tariff cost to 
them of $5'4,310,082. Allowing one-nineteenth, loss for refining, an 
allowance- not permitted. by reason. or.. law, inasmuch as foreign refiners 
must sufl:'er the same loss, we have left 4,657,905 pounds of sugar, 
ostensibly, protected· at one-eighth cent, but really protected at seven­
tenths cent. In other words, by reason of selecting a• most· .important 

grade of. sugar; 96°, but by no means the most important item, as 05° 
sugar covers three-fourths of the raw cane sugar imported, and by 
Ignoring the fact that the refineries get the benefit of all other item . 
and more especially the free sugar, the important fact is lost sight of 
that imported raw. sugars come to the re.fineries at 1.104 cents a pound 
and that the real protection is seven-tenths, instead of one-eighth, and 
that thereby more than one-half cent per pound is treacherously con­
veyed to the pockets of the refineries without adding to government 
revenues. 

One-half cent on 4,657,905,328 poundS' of raw sugar amounts to 
$2312 9,.567 profit !or the refineries-. This half cent enters into the 
wholesale price of all . the 6,706,512,960 pounds of refined sugar con­
sumed in the U'nited States and represents- a charge to the consumers of 

33.532,564- at wholesale prices-. 
This is not all. There is no reason for the allowance; in fact and in• 

argument, of:'the loss of refining of 5i'! pounds, or about one-nineteenth 
of import. All refineries suffer the same loss and the allowance is not. 
valicl. The real protection enjoyed by the refineries . is . $1.05, less the 
average tarifl:': rate· on free and· dutiable sugars, 1.104 cents, or- 0.8461 
cent per pound, or near-ly seven-eighths· cent a.. pound, instead of. the 
one-eighth so confiilently · relied upon : The difference between seven­
eighths cent absolutely received and one-eighth . cent argued· and de­
fensible is six-eighths cent, or three-fourths cent per pound, or an un. 
warranted profit to refiners of three-fourths cent a pound on the 3,980,-
12 ,265 pounds of raw sugar actually imported at conces ion rates, and 
the 4,916,676,745 pounds free and dutiable, and, as well, the entire 
6,706,512,960.. pounds consumed1 or a total of 50,298,847 profit to the 
refiners, a sum equal to the Government revenue o.n . all raw sugar im­
poi:ted .. 

'l'he above calculations exclude 212.,000 tons of. raw sugar imported 
from Porto Rie-0 ·free; which, if calculated, will make the differential that 
much gre!lter. 

WHAT ABE THE SUGAR PROFITS? 

The Census Department, in Bulletin No. 57, for Manufacturers, 1905, 
gives the following facts : 

Sugar and molasses refining. 
Number of establishments, T905_______________________ 344 
Salarie paid •l,886 officials and clerks__________________ $2, 153, 679 
Wa.,.es paid 13,549 workmen_____ ____ __________________ 7, 575, 650 
Miscellaneous expenses-----------------·----------- 8, 600, 754' 
Materials------------------------------------------ 244, 752, 02 

Total expenses-------------------------------- 263,082,885 
Value product-------~---------------------------~ 277,285,449 

~i~?;a1===:========================================: 1~i:~g
2

;~gg Or a · profit of a little more than 8 per · cent. 
This on· its face shows its absurdity. Analyzing the figures, we find 

that "Miscellaneous expenses" cost more than labor, a thing easily 
explainable in some minor industries, but entirely unusual in a business 
of the magnitude of sugar. This statement. at lea t, negatives all 
reason for protection on the Taft idea. of a difference · between domestic 
and foreign wage . In sugar re.fining, labor is the least element of 
vaJue, as reported by its managers, except salaries paid· officials a.nd 
clerks. Labor costs sugar reiiners, according to their own sho.wtn"' 
seven two-hundred-and-si:xty-thirdS' of all their expenses, or about 2~6 
per cent. The tariff'' on refined sugar $1.95 per hundredweight, to cove~ 
the difference between foreign and domestic labor., can· well be abolished·· 

(1) Because it produces no revenue, and (2) because the labor cost 
of sugar refining in the United States is practically nothing a measly 
2:G per cent or the expenses. Analyzing the showing further we find 
that tho cost of materials is enormous-sufficiently enormous to cast a 
doubt on the accuracy or the retu.rns : 

Boots and shoes-----------------------------------· 
Bread. _____ ------------- -------------- -------- --
Carriages.-------~--------------------Cars ___________________________________ _ 
Clo thing. __ • _______________________________________ ___ . 

Clothing, women's------------------------· 
Cotton goods..--- ----------------------------Foundry. _ ---. _____________________________________ ---· 
Hosiery ______ ---------·------------·- __ __ -------------
Iron and.steel. ___ --------- _____________________ ------
Leather. ______ __ ----- ________ ------- ______________ __ _ .. 
Lumber ... _ .. • _. __ . _______________ ---------------------
Paper .. ____ -----------------------------------· Slaughbrring ..• __ • _ .. _. __ • __________ . ______ . _________ _ 
Sugar ________________________________________________ _ 

Oost of 
materials. 

$197' 000. ()00, 
155, 000, 000 
61,000,000 

151,000,000 
185. 000, 000 
130, 000, 000 
286, 000' 000 
324. 000. 000 
76,000,000 

620, ()()(). 000 
191,000,000 
183, 000, 000 
ill, 000 I 000 
706,000,000 
24.4, 752,862 

Cost ot 
labor. 

$69. 000. 000 
43,000,000 
30,000,000 

142,000,000 
57,000,000 
51,000,000 
96,000,000 

229,000,000 
31,000, 000 

141,000,000 
27,000,000 
50;000,000 
32,000,000 
37,000,000 
7,575,650 

In sugar refining the labor cost is but one thirty-second of the cost 
of materials, as shown by the refiners. The import price of sugar 
was about 2 cents in 1907, and the average duty 1.104 cents. Had the 
refiners bought all the sugar imported which paid duties, viz, 
3,080,128,265 pounds, and the free sugar, 936,548,480, or a total of 
4,!)16,676,745 pounds, at Ute import price, 2 cents, the entire cost, 
without duties, would have been $98,333,534.. Had they paid all the 
duties the Government received for raw sugar, $54,310,082, the cost 
of raw materials would have been $152,643,616. It is true that there 
are other materials used in refining, but the raw material is the very 
largest part of it; freights go to miscellaneous expenses, and the 
return $244, 752,.802- for material is $92,000 000 more than the raw 
sugar cost, duties added, and fully $50,000,000 more than the cost of 
all raw materials. The returns to the Census Department are evi­
dently prepared for an emergency-doctored to suit the case, and the 
profits instead. of being $14,202.,000, are fully 64,000,00QLor about 30 
pel' cent of the capital. In other wordsJ.. while $14,202,uuu profits are 
admitted; a further profit of $50,000,00u is covered up in tariff tech­
nicalities and. classifications coupled with doctored £etUJ:DS to the 
Census Office. 

GENERAL REM.ARKS. 

This cane-sugar classification, was evidently intended to show ac­
curate ·scientific determinations, but . the most casual examination of 
its working.; will show that foD all practical purposes it- is useless. The 
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very greatest number of the items or numbers cover few imp,ortations 
and yield _little revenue. To retain and operate them casts up-0n the 
Government an extra expense for their scientific determination, without 
any corresponding advantage, leads to confusion in settlements and 
arguments, and blinds the public to the real merits of the question. 

This paragraph h as 24 items or numbers producing a- revenue of 
$54, 310,082, of which two items, or Nos. 3279 and 3280, produce 
$50,93 0,628, leaving $4,189,300 for th e remaining 22 items, and one 
of t hese, No. 3 270, produces nearly $2,'000,000 ; 21 items of the para­
graph may appear scientific, but are worthless in a practical common­
sense tariff schedule, whose object is to win money, although disguised 
to win labor votes. The two items yielding the greatest revenue carry 
an ad valorem rate of 90.46 per cent and 64.36 per cent. 

Efagar, continuation of Sckedu.J.e E. 

Pounds. 

Maple sugar, No. 3295, 1.95 cents______________ 4,318,995 
Maple sugar and sirup, No. 3301, 4 cents______ 2,579,024 
Candy and confectionery: 

No. 33<», 4 cents anJ 15 per cent_________ 25'2,915-
Cuba, 20 per cent o:ff______________________ 6,000 

Candy and confectionery, n. s. p. t.: 
No. 3305, 50 per cent..._____________________ 259,394 
Cuba, 20 per cent off---------------------- 575. 

Sugar cane: 
No. 3306, 20 per cent ... ·-···-····--·-···--- ....•.•.•... 
Cuba, 20 per cent ofl'-------······-------- ------------

Duties produced. 

Duties. 

$84., 220. 00 
103,16.0.00 

13.,058.00 
278.00 

37,141.00 
52:.00 

1,120.00 
.48 

Adva­
lorem. 

Per c1mt. 
72.57 
49.65 

66.58 
38.58 

50 
40 

20 
16 

Molasses ---------------------------------·-----­
Sugar beet------------------------~--------­
Sugar cane---------------------------------------

$154,956 
5,637,694 

54,310,082 
------

~faple ~~i~=======~=========~======~==-===~===== Sugar cane ______________________________________ _ 

Maple sugar------------------------------------­
Candy and confectionerY------------'---------------

60, 102, 732 
103,160 

1,_120 
84,220 
50,529 

Total revenue, Schedule E------------------­
The total duties collected on merchandise for the year 

1907, according to the Statistical Abstract, page 655, 

60,341,761 

amounted to ___________________________________ 329, 480, 040 

B~Il~~· o~chs~~~ i'i<>:n-e============================ gg: ~ft in 
' Practically one-fifth of the tariff revenue is collected from sugar 

alone. 
Taking the refiners' returns to the Census Department for salaries 

paid officials and clerks, wages .paid labor, an.d miscellane-0us expenses, 
the cost of refining becomes a simple proposition. The cost of materials 
does not enter into the cost of refining. They report : 
Officials' and clerks' salaries ____ . ______________________ $2, 153, 679 
Wages------------------------ ---------------- 7, 575, 650 Miscellaneous expenses _____ _.____________________ 8, 600, 754 

Total expenses of refining-------------------- 18, 330, 083 
They refine 3,000,000 tons. The price per ton for refining is $6.11. 

The pl'ice per pound is 0.27 cent per p<>und, or about one-fourth cent 
per pound. The refineries claim that this cost is from three-eighths to 
five-eighths cent per pound, another instance of the truth of the doc­
trine of total depravity, so far as it pertains to sugar manufacturing. 

APPENDIX B. 
Prices of cotton and its manufactitres. 

MIDDLING COTTON AND STAPLE M.tL~UFACTUBES OF COTTON :ci THE NEW 
YORK M'ARXET: AVERAGE PRICES, 1860 TO 1907. 

(Prepared by Mr. Joshua Reece, jr., to 1892; since then by Mr. Alfred 
B. Shepperson. of New York.] 

New 
Middling Stand- Stand- York Stand- 64 by 64 Mllls, 

Calendar year. cotton, ardsheet- ard drill- bleached ard printing 
per ings , per ings, per shirt- prints, cloths, 

pound. a yard. yard.a ingi!, :per per yard. per yard. 
yard. b 

---
Oen ts. Oen ts. Oents. Oen ts. Oents. Cents. 1860. ________________ 

11.00 8.73 8.9"2 15.50 9.50 5.44 
1861 ••••• ----------- - 13 .01 10.00 9.58 15.33 9.71 5.33 
1862 ...••••••••.••..• 31.29 18.55 18.94 21.00 14.40 9.81 1863 ___ ____________ 67 .21 36.04 33.41 35.33 21.24 15.20 
1864. -···········-··· 101. 50 52.07 53.02 48.35 33.25 23.42 
1865 ..•. ---- - -~------ 83 .38 38.04 37.33 49.58 29.00 20.24 1866 _________________ 43.20 24.:n 25.U 45 .90 21.15 14.13 
1867. --------······ .• 31.59 18.28 IB.79 35.21 16.58 9.12 
1858. ······--···· ••.• 24 .85 16.79 16.49 26.65 13.83 8.18 1869. __________ _____ 29.01 16.19 16.49 24.79 14.00 8.30 1870 _____________ - 23.98 14.58 14.98 22.50 12.41 7.14 1871 __ _______________ 

16.95 13.00 13.6! 20.83 ll.62 7.41 
1872----------------- 22.19 14.27 15.14 20.66 12.00 7.88 
1873 .•• ----------- ••. 20.14 13.31 14.13 19.41 ll.37 6.69 
1874. -------- ----. --- 17.95 11.42 11.75 18.04 9.75 5.5'! 
1875.---------------- 15 .46 I0.41 11.12 15.12 8.71 5.33 
1876. ----········ · · •• 12.98 8.85 8.71 13.58 7.06 4.10 
1877 .• ------------- -- Il.82 8.46 8..46 12.46 6.77 4.31! 
1878 .•••••••••••••••• 11.22 7.80 7.65 11.00 6.09 3.44 
1879 .• _____ ···-······ 10.84 7.97 7.57 11.62 6.25 3.93 
188l). •• • ••••••••••••• 11.51 8.51 8.51 12.74 7.41 4.51 

a Including 1881 and since, the pricas of standard drillings are net; raw cot­
ton prices are also net tor the entire period. 

bAfter 1905 the figures reT>resent Wamsutta Mills shirtings. 

Prices of cotton and its manufactu1·es-Continued. 

New 
Middling Stand- Stand- York Stand- 64 by 64 
cotton, ardsheet- ard drill- Mills, ard printing Calendar year. per ings. per ings , per bleached prints, cloths, shirt-pound.a yard. yard. a ings, per per yard. per yard. 

yard. b . ---------------
Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents-. Oen ts. 1881. ______________ _ 

12.03 8.51 8.06 12.74 7.00 3.95 1882. ______ . __________ 
11.56 8.45 8.25 12.95: 6.50 3.76 

1883 __ -- • - • -- - •••• -- • 11.88 8.32 7.11 12.93 6.00 3.60 
1884. ····------------ 10.88 7.28 6.86 10.46 6.00 3.36 1885 _________________ 

10.45 6.75 -6.86 10.37 6.00 3.12 
1886 __ ----------· 9.28 6.75 6.25 10.65 6.00 3.31 1887 ______________ 

10.21 7.15 6 .• 58 10.88 6.00 3.33 1888 .•• ______________ 10.03 7.25 6.75 10.94 6.50 3.81 1889. ________________ 
10.65 7.00 6.75 10.50 6.50 3.81 

1890 •.•.••..••••••••. 11.07 7.00 6.75 10.90 6.00 3.34 1891 ____________ 
8.60 6.83 6.41 10.64 6.00 2.95 l892 .. _______________ 7.71 6.50 5.60 10.25 6.25 3.39 1800. ________________ , 
8.56 5.90 5.72 9.75 5.25 3.30 

1894_ ____ •• - •• -- • -· 6.94 5.11 5.C11 9.50 4.00 2.75 
1895. ------ -- - ----- 7 •. 44 5.74 5.69 9.85 5.25 2.86 
1896 •••.•••.•• _______ 7.93 5.45 5.48 9.50 4.66 2.60 1897 _________________ 

7.00 4.'i3 4.75 9.25 4.70 2.48 
] 898 _______ ----------· 5.94 4.20 4.10 8.00 3.96 2.06 1899 ____ ~ __ : _____ 

6.88 5.28- 5.13 9.50 4.25 2.6!l 
190!) _____ ••.• ••••••••· 9.25 6.05 5.95 10.75 5.00 3.21 
1901 .••.•••••••••••••. 8.75 5.54 5.48 10.25 4..6"2 2.84 
1902 .•.••••••• _______ , 9.00 5.48 5.52 10.50 5.00 3.:U 
1903 .•• ······-------- ll.18 6.25 6.37 10.75 5.00 8.25 1904.. __________ ___ ___ 

11.75 7.13 7.31 10.50 5.00 3.44 1905 _________________ 9.89 7.00 7.00 9.00 4.75 3.13 
1906. ----------------· 11.50 7.25 7.37 10.93 5.12 3.63 
1907. - - • ---- --- ---- 12.10 7.62 7.62 13.00 6.00 4.62 

0 Including 1881 and since, the prices of standard drillings are net; raw cot­
ton prices are also net for the entire period. 

l>After 1905 the figures represent Wamsutta Mills shirtings. 

During the delivery of Mr. McLAU&IN's speech, 
Mr. OWEN. Will the Senator from Mississippi yield to me 

to make a request? 
Mr. McL.AURIN. With pleasure. 
Mr. OWEN. I ask the consent of the Senate to have printed 

as a document an article by Mr. James G. Parsons on "Protec­
tion's favors to foreigners" (S. Doc. No. 54). 

The PRESIDENT pro tern pore. The · Senator from Oklahoma 
asks unanimous consent that there may be printed as a docu­
ment the paper which he sends to the desk. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. And in the RECORD, I suggest. 
l\Ir. OWEN. And Jn the RECORD.· 
Mr. ALDRICH. What is the request? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Okla­

homa state what the paper is? 
Mr. OWEN. It is a paper prepared by James G. Parsons, 

showing the favors of the tariff to foreigners. 
Mr. ALDRICH. What is asked to haxe done with it! 
Mr. OWE.l~. To have it printed as a Senate document -and in 

the RE.co.Rn. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I object to its being printed in the RECORD, 

and I think the practice of having matters of this kind printed 
as public documents ought not to be extended too far. I object 
to its being printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode 
Island objects to its being printed in the RECORD. 

Ur. ALDRICH. I do not object to its being printed as a 
document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode 
Island does not object to the paper being printed as a docu­
ment. 

Mr. OWEN. I so understood. I do not care to read it into 
the RECORD at this time. 

Mr. KEAN. How large a document is it? 
Mr. OWEN. It is a document of 60 or 70 pages. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 

request? The Chair hears none, and the order is made. 
After the conclusion of Mr. McLAURIN's speech, 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President. I did not want to interrupt the 

very excellent and instructive address of the Senator from 
Mississippi, but now. as he has concluded, I suggest the ab­
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the follbwing Senators 
answered to their names : 
Aldrich 
Bacon 
Bailey 
Bankhead 
Bourne 
Brandegee 

Bristow 
Brown 
Bulkeley 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 

Burton 
Carter 
Chamberlain 
Clapp 
Clark, Wyo. 
Clay 

Crane 
Culberson 
Cullom 

g~~~s 
Daniel 
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Depew 
Dick 
Dillingham 
DLxon 
Elkins 
Fletcher 
Flint 
Foster 
Frye 
~~f:Cnheim 

Heyburn Nixon 
Hughes Overman 
.Johnson, N. Dak. Owen 
.Johnston, Ala. Page 
.Jones Perkins 
Kean Piles · 
La Follette Root 
Lodge Scott 
Mccumber Shively 
McLanrin Simmons 
Nelson Smith, Md. 

Smith, Mich: 
Smoot 
Stone 
Sutherland 
Taylor 
Tillman 
Warner 
Warren 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty-five Senators have an­
swered to their names. There is a quorum present. 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I gave notice on yesterday 
that I would to-day ask that a time be fixed for a final vote 
upon this bill. I now ask that the Senate agree that on 
Wednesday, the 5th, I think it is, of June the final vote be taken 
upon the bill and all pending amendments without further 
debate. 

l\fr. CUMMINS. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Ohair will state the re­

quest of the Senator from Rhode Island. It is for unanimous 
consent that the final vote be tfl.ken on this bill and all pending 
amendments on Wednesday-the first Wednesday will be the 
2d and the second Wednesday the 9th day of June-

1\fr. DANIEL. I object. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I meant to have stated the 5th of June, but 

I will make it Wednesday, the 2d. 
l\fr. DANTEL. I object, l\fr. President. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 
Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, has objection been m:ade? 
Mr. SCOTT. Yes. 
l\Ir. CUMMINS. I rose to say that I hope the Senator from 

Rhode Island [l\Ir. ALDRICH] will not insist upon his request. 
There are certain Senators of the Republican faith who hon­
estly believe that the duties reported by the committee should, 
in some instances, be reduced. There ought to be an opportu­
nity for an expression of our views upon those subjects. I can 
not think that the Senators who so believe have unduly retarded 
the progress of the bill up to this point. I think they have, in 
the main, confined themselves somewhat strictly to the exact 
point at issue as the various items have appeared. 

Personally, I am just as anxious that this bill shall be speed­
ily disposed of as is the Senator from Rhode Island. I think 
it is our duty to pass along with it just as rapidly as we can, 
having in view all the time a full and fair discussion of the 
points of difference. 

If there has been any error-and I do not accuse any Senator 
of committing any error-it has been in the desire to widen 
the scope of the discussion. So far as I am concerned-and I 
know that I speak for some Republican Senators who believe 
in a reduction of these duties-I intend to do whatsoever I can: 
and I know they will do whatsoever they can, to speed this bill 
just as fast as it can be speeded, giving an opportunity for a 
fair expression of our views as the various paragraphs appear. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I fully appreciate the posi­
tion of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. CUMMINS]; and of course 
I have no idea of trying to prevent a full discussion of the re­
maining paragraphs and schedules of the bill. I think the Sen­
ator from Iowa will agree with me, without saying who is re­
sponsible for it, that there has been a good deal of what seemed 
to me irrelevant discussion upon the bill. I hope that we shall 
be able to go ahead with the discussion of the remaining para­
graphs and schedules; and I hope that at an early day we shall 
be able to arrive at a general agreement in regard to fixing a 
time for a final vote. 

l\Ir. HALE. Mr. President--
The PRESIDE..~T pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

Rhode Island yield to the Sena tor from Maine? 
l\Ir. ALDRICH. I do. 
Mr. HALE. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques-

tion? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 
l\1r. HALE. What proportion of the bill, considered by pages, 

has the Senate passed upon in the four weeks' time that we 
have been here considering the bill? I ask the question in order 
that the Senator may, in his answer, bring before -the Senate 
the important fact that only a small portion of the text of the 
bill has thus far been considered, and that we must give con­
stant attention to ·the real purposes of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, in number of paragraphs we 
have pas8ed over about one-half of the dntiable list. My im­
pression is we have passed over a much larger proportion than 
that of the paragraphs which will be in dispute. Of the re­
maining paragraphs, at least half are matters about which, I 
imagine, there will be no contention. So I think the majority 
of the disputed paragraphs have already been passed upon by 
the Senate. 

l\fr. BAILEY. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator :from Rhode 

Island yield to the Senator from Texas? 
Mr. ALDRICH. I do. 
Mr. BAILEY. I simply want to interpos~ a remark in reply 

to the statement of the Senator from Rhode Island that there 
has been a good deal of irrelevant discussion. I yenture to say 
that the RECORD will disclose that there has been le s irrele,ant 
discussion-indeed, there has been less general discussion--0n 
this bill than on any other tariff bill in the history of the 
country. The discussion here has been confined almost entirely 
to a discussion of schedules and items. And while-as I think 
will always happen in the consideration of a bill of this kind 
and even with a less important bill-some time bas been spent 
in digression, I do not think the Senator. from Rhode Island 
can safely say that any of it, or that much of it, in any e\ent, 
has been wasted in irrelevant discussion. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, while this matter is up I want 
to take the liberty of making a suggestion to the chairman of 
the Finance Committee regarding the resolution offered yester­
day by the Senat?r from Maine [Mr. HALE], proposing to change 
the hour of meetmg from 10 to 11 o'clock. In my humble way 
I suggest that "\le retain 10 o'clock as the hour for the opening 
of the morning session, and that, beginning next Monday, we 
proceed with evening meetings. I would not curtail the morn­
ing session by an hour. 

I hope the committee will see its way clear to report the 
resolution in such shape as to retain 10 o'clock as the hour of 
meeting, and provide for evening sessions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report 
the pending amendment. 

The SECRETARY. On page 61, paragraph 182, line 20 it is pro-
posed to strike out " four " and- insert " six." ' 

.Mr. ALDJUOH. I suggest that the amendment might be dis­
posed of at this time. I think there is no particular objection 
to it, and before we go on with another schedule I should like 
to have the pending amendment disposed of. 

.Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to have the amendment re­
ported again before the question is put. 

'.rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will again 
report the amendment. 

Mr. CUMMINS. On what page is it? 
The SECRETARY. On page 61, paragraph 1 2, fixing the rate 

on ferrosilicon valued at not exceeding $90 per ton and con­
taining not more than 15 per cent of silicon, the amendment of 
the committee reads "$4 per· ton." It is proposed to amend 
that by striking out "four " and inserting " six." 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. l\lr. President, when this paragraph · 
was up yesterday I understood the Senator to ay that it could 
be recurred to for amendment without moving to reconsider. _ 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; that is my purpose now. 
l\Ir. LA FOLLETTE. Then, if this amendment is adopted-­
Mr. ALDRICH. It will still be open. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. With the understanding that it will be 

open for amendment without moving to reconsider--
Mr. ALDRICH. Or I will myself move to reconsider. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. With that understanding I shall inter­

pose no objection. That is, it will be open for am~ndment in the 
committee? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; I understand. 
l\fr. BEVERIDGE. It will be open in the Senate anyhow. 
l\lr. ELKINS. Mr. President--
Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will permit me I hope this 

amendment will be disposed of now. ' 
Mr. ELKINS. I will say, that if it is distinctly and clearly 

understood that this matter can be again taken up for consid­
eration, I am willing to have it disposed of now, as suggested. 
My State is interested in this industry, and at the proper time I 
want to say something about the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment, which has been stated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The paragraph as amended was agreed to. 
Mr. HEYBURN. Just a moment, Mr. President. Paragraph 

182 includes tungsten. I understand it is agreed that the ore 
will be specified, with the usual.provision for sampling the value 
of the tungsten in the ore. While it is not so expressed now 
with that understanding I shall not insist upon a postponement 
of action upon the paragraph. 

l\fr. ALDRICH. It is the intention of the committee to report 
a separate provision for tungsten ore. 

l\1r. HEYBURN. With that understanding, I will not insist 
upon a postponement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
next paragraph passed over. 

. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the luml::er schedule be now 
taken UP~ 

The SECRETARY. Schedule D, at the top o.t page 69.. Th~ 
first para.graph passed over is 196-" Timber. hewn, sided, or 
squared.'' etc. 

1\lr . .ALDRICH. r move to strike out the words H otherwise 
than by sawing" and that the. word "or" be inserted before 
"sided." 

l\Ir. CR.A. WFORD Mr. President, I think the chairman of the 
Finance Committee made the statement very plainly that there 
was to be no roll call on this bill to-day, M:y colleague--

Mr . .ALDRICH. This is siml>ly a change of phrase(}logy. 
Mr. NELSON. I desire to s;ay to the Senator from South 

Dakota that this amendment restores the Dingley rate in the 
case of this paragra.ph and is what we w.ho believe in free lu.m­
bei· advocated. 

l\lr. CRAWFORD. I was not rising to object to that. 
Mr ALDRICH~ There will be. no vo.te except by unanimous 

consent. 
l\Ir. CR.A. WFORD. l\Iy cone.ague went away with the under­

standing that there were to be no votes taken to-day, 
l\Ir . .ALDRICH. There will be none, ex.cept by unanimous 

consBnt. I thought evet7body wa~s in favor o:f this. 
Mr. LODGE. This is merely an amplification of the paragraph. 
Mr. CULBERSON: I suggest to the Senator from Rhode 

Island that unanimuus. consent on the pru:t of those present 
would not live up to the agreement of. yesterday. 

Mr • .ALDRICH~ I withdi:aw. the suggestion.. There was. no 
agreement. I withdrew the statement yesterday~ but I am not 
raising the question now. I withdraw the aniendment and will 
offer it later~ 

l\fr. DANIEL. I will remind the Se.nator from Rhode Island 
tbat he did not withdraw the statement that there would be. no 
vote. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator's pardon; I did. 
Mr. DANIEL. I did not hea.r that 
l\1r . .ALDRICH. I did; I took it back;. I afterwards with­

drew the statement. 
Mr. STONE. When did the Senator afterwards withdraw it? 
l\f.r. ALDRICH. Yesterday; but that is not a matter o:f any 

consequence. I am not going to press this amendment. 
Mr. LODGE. Then, the paragraph goes over? 
Ur~ .ALDRICH~ The paragraph goes. o-rnr. 
Mr. CR.A. WFORD. I did not rise for the purpose of making 

an objection. I simply wished to call attention to the fact that 
my colleague is absent; and he is interested in this matter. He 
went away with the understanding that there was not going to 
be a roll call to-day. 

Mr . .ALDRICH. But the Senator's colleague is in favor of 
this amendment. However, I shall not press the point now. It 
may go over until some Ia ter time. 

Mr. CR.A. WFORD. I did not rise with any reference to this 
particular proposition; and I certainly do not want to :interpose 
any obstac-le to its adoption. 

Mr. McCUMBER. l\1r. President, I offer the amendment I 
send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North 
Dakota submits an amendment; which wm be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out paragraphs Nos. 197, 199, 200, 201, 
2.03 204 and 2051 in Schedule D; also strike out all of para­
graph No. 708, free list, after the word u planking," line 25, 
page 220, and insert in lieu thereof the following : 

And all kinds of lumber, timber, l'atbs, shingles, pickets, palings, 
staves of wood, clapboards. paving posts, railroad ties, and telephone, 
tl."Olley electric light, and telegraph poles of cedar Ol'. other woods, and 
all oth~r lumber not specifically provided for. 

Mr. McCUMBER. 1\!r. President~ I have already spoken at 
some length upon tbe ques.tion of. froo lumber, and I am not 
.,.0 ing to reiterate what I have said or make any further ad~ 
d.re~s . The matter has ali:eady been quite thoroughly consid­
ered. Bllt in again proposing this amendment, it seems to me 
pro.pei: to epitomize in a vel.'"y few short sentences my reasons 
for advocating free lumber. 

I move this amendment for free lumber, Mr. President, for 
the following reasons: 

First. Under the relation the forests of the United States 
bear to consumption in the. United States, a protective policy 
as applied to the lumber industry has no warrant or justification 
in principle. 

I advocate free lumber again because~ on account of th~ llin­
ited supply of the raw material, the forests, the industry itself, 
must necessarily become exhausted in a comparatively few 
years, and it will be brought to a speedier termination in exact 
proportion to its- expansion. 

I favor free ltu:nbe-:r for the further reason. that just to the 
extent. that our io1·ests diminish hY. exbanstiQn the price of- lum­
ber must necessarily increase. 

It is therefore evident~ Mr~ Presid_ent, that the reverse of the 
principle ot pr~tection should_ be applied to lumber. The duty 
should be discontinued, because the pric.es of Iumber-whicn are 
ta-day excessive as compai:ed with the prices of former years­
ha. ve increas.ed so rapidly as to become a source of danger to 
the very best interests o:f ·the country. 

It may oo stated tha.t the price of lumf>er has gone down 
considera.bly within the last year~ But that has been due to 
economic conditions in this eoun.try ; and as soon as normal 
conditions return,. the p:rice_s will undoubtedly go back to the 
old rates. And :r believe, Mr. President, they wID rise even 
above those old rates. 

While the cost of production has increased during the last 
: fifteen yea1·s. only from 25 to 40 per eent, the· price of. the lum­
. ber itself has increased from 50 to more tb:m 200 per cent. 

I believe the time has passed for any further protection of that 
inclu_stry, because it bas bee.n conclw:iively. shown that no busi­
ness in the United States has given such enormous pro.fits year 
in and year out1 for the last fifteen years,. as the lumber t>usiness. 

I believe in fi:ee lamber because we are paying out for the 
conservation of our fo:rests. immense sums of money, while we 
are aiding in the destruction of those forests b.y a duty whieh. 
at least to some extent,. will keep out foreign importations, and 
to the extent that it keeps out those foreign importations it is 
accelerating the destruction of home. forests. 

I believe in this reduction because the disastrous floods re­
sulting fiom the denudation of om to.rests have already caused 
losses. of milli.ons upon millions of dollars to the .American peo­
ple. I also propose it because the tariff mn.inly benefits the 
great holders o.f the st:umpaget of lands purchased in many in­
stances for about 15 cents per thousa.n~ which have advanc.ed 
in value in a great many instances as high as 2,000 per cent,. 
and because this advancement will far more than offset any 
possible diminution. o.f profits by a reduction ot the- tari:tf. 

I believe that this sh0-uld he put up:o.11 the free- list ~use 
the tariff is not needed for protectioa The evidence.. is over­
whelming that the cost of production, on the average, is as 
great in Canada--Qm: only competit.or~as it is on this. side of. 
the Canadian line .. 

I support the. pr~position for free lumber because tile con­
sumers themselves_ ha. ve: an interest in tbe subjec..t far above 
that o.t th.e producer~ Not only have. the consllIIlers of the 
present generation an interest in. tllls. subject., but the. con­
sumers i.n. the yeam to eQllle will be deeply and more deeply in­
terested as they behold our great torests. almost totally de­
stroyed. I favoi: the reduction. because there is. a systematic. 
effort on. the part o:f the great lumber in.te.rests of the country 
to-day who own timber on. bath sides of the line-in. Ca.nae.la. 
and in the United States-to retain this. duty upon lumber until 
they have disposed o! their holdlngs on this side o:f the line; 
and as soon as their Americ.an holdings, bec.ome exhausted,. they 
will be ardent supporters of free lumber. 

Mr. President,. I have stated again and again. that I do not 
expect by the reduction. in the ta.riff that we wil1 seriously re­
duce the- price ot lwnl>er~ On the contrary,, I insist that the 
diminishing supply of the ra.w material at the rate at which it 
is being diminished yearly will be au absolute guaranty of 
rising prices under ordinary conditions: Tb.is being true, there 
is no danger whatever of closing. any o.f the American Illills. 
The, advancing prices and the growing demands ot an increasing 
population will more than keep pace,. in my opini<>n, with any 
possible importations from Canada. 

I support this. redu~tiou als.0,. Mr .. President, because we are 
able not only to c..ompete with the Canadian producer at the 
very cl:oo.rs of his mills, but we are able to compete with him in 
all of the great maxkets of the world. While,. in the lumber 
trade between Canada and the United: States, to-day we receive 
more from. Canada than we export to. that country, our exporta­
tions are- growing more rapidly than the importations from: 
Canada, and while in the. last ten years~ say-, the Canadian ex­
ports ab.road have increased in the neighborhood of about 
50 per cen.t, our e~ports to the same marh.--ets have ineren:sed 
frQJil about 150 to 200 per cent, thus indicating very clearly that 
we are able to eompete with the Canadian producer oi lumber 
both in this country and outside of it. 

I am in favor of this reduction because it will favornbly affect 
every home builder in. the United States, not, as I have stated,. 
by suddenly reducing the cost of the American product~ but by 
preventing a too rapid rise of that cost. It will act, and act 
favorably,, as a regulator o:f those prices. The interest o-:f econ­
omy demands the conservation of our forests. 'l'he interests of 
the lands that are destroyed b:y floods demand it. The interests 
of navigation fed by the streams conserved by our- forests also 
d.emand this cons.e1>va ti on. · 

Mr. President, it is fJ.·equentfy asserted that the consumer dee-s 
not make himself heard here. The consumer has been heard 
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throughout the United States upon ·the question of the .lumber 
tariff. The National Grange, representing 1,000,000 farmers, 
declared for free forest products ~t the annual meeting in Wash­
ington November 18, 1908. The Democratic National Conven­
tion at Denver last July, largely of the consuming class, declared 
for free lumber, thereby expressing the popular and also the 
historic attitude upon that question. A number of the Repub­
lican States, including my own, Minnesota, Ohio, a strong Re­
publican State, as we have heard to-day, and, I believe, Wiscon­
sin, have resolved in favor of free lumber; and Minnesota. . and 
Wisconsin are both · largely interested in the production of 
lumber. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 

Dakota yield to the Sena tor from Idaho? 
Mr. McCUMBER. I do. . 
Mr. BORAH. I assume the Senator from North Dakota does 

not quote the Democratic platform as being a very strong factor 
in this matter since the interpretation of it in this Chamber. 

Mr. McCUMBER. It ought at least to have some weight 
with those who are following the banner of that party and who 
'.helped to make that platform. 

Mr. BORAH. But we are told that platform was not made 
under such conditions as to represent the popular cry. 

l\fr. McCUl\IBER. It undoubtedly represented the cry of a 
certain portion of the American public. 

Mr. BORAH. I desire to say, in answer to that, that that 
portion of the Democratic platform was not discussed to any 
considerable· extent in the Northwest. 

Mr. McCU.MBER. That is very true; but the question of free 
lumber was discussed Tery much in that section of the North­
west in which I live. 

l\Ir. CRAWFORD. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 

Dakota yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 
Mr. McCUMBER. I do. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. The Republican party in the State of 

South Dakota mo t emphatically in its platform declared in 
favor of the removal of the tariff upon lumber. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I mention this as showing that some of 
the strongest Republican States in the Union, by their repre­
sentatives, either in legislature or by the representati>es of their 
party in convention, ha-ve declared most emphatically for free 
lumber, and it is not to be assumed that they are free traders 
because they believe that some products should be placed upon 
the free list any more than the Senator from Idaho can be said 
to be a free trader because he will vote, undoubtedly, that a large 
number of articles be placed upon the free list. 

We view it in this way: The lumber industry is not and can 
not be a growing industry; in a very short time it must neces­
sarily be extinguished ; and therefore will soon, and in the very 
near future, become a product only of foreign lands, to be 
imported. We support it because we desire to conserve the 
great national resources of our country just as long as they can 
be conserved for the benefit of the American people, and because 
we believe that we not only gain in the conservation of our 
forests, but we gain in many other things that are dependent 
upon such conservation. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 

Dakota yield to the Sena tor from Idaho? 
l\Ir. McCUMBER. I yield. 
Mr. BORAH. I merely suggest, in an wer to the suggestion 

of the Senator from North Dakota, that I believe that protec­
tion, if it is anything at all, is a system. If it is to be confiued 
to this or that particular schedule, it is a privilege, and a privi-
1 ge is always wrong and can never be justified. Unless we 
discuss the protective policy upon the theory that it is a system 
which builds up all the industries of the United States and di­
yersifies those industries and gives opportunity for labor to 
·be employed in all of the different industries, it can not be 
justified at all. There is no argument in the world by which 
you can justify the building up of one industry under the 
policy of protection. It must be a system to include the whole 
country, or it is not justified upon any theory whatever. 

1\fr. McCUMBER. There is where w~ possibly agree. The 
only difference is that the Senator is considering a proposition 
where it is impos ible to expand the industry, because just 
to the extent that you expand it you diminish an exhaustible 
commodity which can last but a few years. Already we have 
probably reached the limit of lumber production in the United 
States. The o-reat r the expansion to-day, necessarily the greater 
the contraction to-morrow. 

If I believed, as, possibly, the Senator does, that we had an 
inexhaustible supply of timber in this country, and also be-

lieved it was not in the hands of a comparatively few people 
who could dominate the price, I then would be in favor of pro­
tecting this product the same as I would be of protecting the 
fabrics of the mills. 

But the conditions are entirely different. The policy which 
declares in favor of a protective tariff for building up an in­
dustry by expanding it and thereby reducing the value of the 
commodity to tke consumer, and also to give added work for the 
American laborer, has absolutely no application, because, a I 
have said, the material itself is bound to be exhausted in such 
a short time that we can not expand the indp.sh·y. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

North Dakota yield to the Senator from Idaho? 
l\Ir. McCUMBER. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. BORAH. It seems to me that the Senator falls into the· 

error which so many of the conservationists adopt in discus. ing 
the question of timber conservation. They as ume that becau13e 
the timber which the God of Nature gave us is to be e:x:hnu~ted 
as it was left to us, that that is the end of the upply. It i · a 
fact that the only means by which we can repJeni h it is by 
the cooperation of man with nature by the replanting of Jnnd 
which are not fit for anything in the world except to produce 
timber. There is one great industry in the United Sta tes 
to-day which bas already planted and is to-day supplying all 
the timber that is necessary for that particular industry. 

It is incredible to me that the human race is going to perish 
rather than plant trees upon those lands where nothing else wm 
grow except trees. We have simply arrived at a point where 
the timber is only exhausted as nature gave it to us, and we 
have arrived at a point where mankind must take hold of it and 
replant trees where timber mu t grow. When we do that we 
will find that we have enough land in this country which will 
supply nothing but timber to supply to the full satisfaction and 
necessity of the entire people. Instead of taking the duty off, • 
if you are going to increase that which bas been, you will put 
a duty on, if you are consulting alone the que tion of con­
servation. 

Mr. McCUl\IBER. l\Ir. President, I am not at all afraid that 
the American public are going to perish because of the exhaus­
tion of our timber supply. Why? Because while they may 
wake up too late in the day, as they ha>e already done, to prop­
erly conserve their forests, they will be obliged by the necessity 
of conditions to refo.rest all of the mountain ranges of the United 
States. It will be a slow job. It will be a project that will 
require not a few years, but a few centuries. It will be a project 
that will require not a few thousand or a few million dollars, 
but billions of dollars before we can ever bring our forest sec­
tions up to a condition where they will be able to supply the de­
mands of the people, and I am not satisfied that they ever will 
supply that demand. 

Mr. President, when the Senator travels from one ocean to 
the other over that vast section of land which was once coTered 
with these immense forests, when he recalls that we, perhaps, 
have not used any more than what the American public de­
manded, and yet when he sees a third of a mighty State covered 
with nothing but black stumps, those solitary reminders of the 
past glory of our forests, and sees around them nothing but a 
few willows, some poplars, and some other woods that will 
never grow into timber, he will become convinced that it is 
going to take some few years for us ever to reforest that coun­
try with the same timber that we have to-day. Out in the 
Senator's own State he will find h·ees that are a thou and 
years old and probably are still growing. He will find that t~a t 
which they are cutting to-day is probably mostly over a hundred 
years old, and it will require, in n:iy opinion, at least a hundred 
years to reforest the sections that we have cut off and to pro­
duce good, merchantable timber. 

I am willing to admit that you can take some little tree in a 
lawn and turn your hose on it and water it and care for it 
and you can produce a pretty good tree in twenty-five or thirty 
years, but ·you are not going to do it out in the country where 
the land has been once deforested. 

Ur. BORAH. .Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

North Dakota yield to the Senator from Idaho? 
l\Ir. McCU.MBER. I yield to the Senator. 
.Mr. BORAH. May I ask the Senator in what respect the 

taking off of this duty would regulate the manner of cutting 
trees in the forests? 

Mr. l\IcCUMBER. I discussed that at considerable length a 
few weeks ago. It was not my intention to take up and re­
discuss it again to-day, but to place in a very few short sen-
1:ences my reasons for the amendment, all of which were in­
cluded in the former statement. Of course, I could go into the 
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question of reforesting and the question of the use of the tops 
and the increased destruction when lumber is low in priCe, out 
that subject has already been discussed. 

Mr. BORAH. I am well aware that the Senator discussed 
it at length, and I will do him the credit to say that I have read 
bis speech some two or three times with a view of arriving, if I 
could, at some conclusion upon that very proposition. No one 
yet has undertaken to -state how that would conserve the forests 
in that particular and has supported it with any arguments 
or any facts . . 

The fact is that it is a generalization which the facts · dis­
pute. I ·ask the Senator now to tell Irie ·in as specific a way 
as he can how the taking off of the duty would conserve the 
fore ts. 

Mr . .McOU.MBER. .May I ask the Senator one question right 
here? · ' 

Mr. BORAH. Yes. 
Mr. 1\IcOU.MBER. Does the Senator believe that by taking 

off the duty we would increase the importations from Canada? 
Mr. BORAH. I think so; on certain kinds of lumber, un­

questionably. 
Mr. McOUMBER. All right. Mr. President, we will say that 

we need for the use of the American public next year 4,500,:. 
000,000 board feet of lumber. Now, we only need that quan­
tity. If we import the 500,000,000 feet from Canada, that 
means 500,000,000 feet that will be cut for use in the United 
States. That is a case of simple mathematical calculation. 

.Mr. BORAH. That is very simple. Is that the answer? 

.Mr. McOUMBER. That ought to be the answer. If the 
Senator needs any further answer, if his ideas are on different 
lines, I will try and answer him. 

Mr. BORAH. Permit me to say that undoubtedly if you fol­
low it no further that would be true. However, the people who 
cut lumber in this country are not going to cease cutting, but 
they are going to continue to cut, and they must cut in com­
petition with the Canadian forces; and they will only cut such 
portions of the lumber out of which they can make a profit, and 
that which they can not make a profit out of they will permit 
to rot in the forest. The result will be that you are not con­
serving the forests, but you are briilging in competition the cut­
ting of the best lumber and the rest will be wasted. 

.Mr. McOU:MBER. That is a double-edged sword that cuts 
both ways. It cuts deeper backward than it does forward. If 
the importation from Canada reduces the price of lumber, as 
om theorists on the other side say that it will, they say that 
they are forced to cut only the most valuable of that lumber; 
that they can use only a certain portion of the log cut, and that 
other portions will go to waste. That is their argument. That 
is the argument of l\fr. Pinchot. · But they forget another thing 
that is clearly established by the hearings. If lumber is ex­
cessively high, the owners of the stumpage that has been cut 
over once never resist the temptation to cut the smaller timber 
again before it gets its growth. As was suggested by one of 
the witnesses before the Ways and Means Committee, they are 
cutting, in Minnesota to-day, saplings that are fit for only laths 
and lumber, und which they only cut when lumber is high. So, 
what you will gain on the one side you more than lose on the 
other ; you are deforesting more rapidly than ever by the higher 
price of 1 umber. 

Mr. President, I did not intend to take up any more time in 
the discussion of this subject. I think it has been shown, and 
shown very clearly, that by diminishing the supply the prices 
are bound to soar upward in any ordinary conditions of the 
country, and that no mills will be closed; but by the importa­
tion of a certain amount of Canadian lumber we will not only 
be able somewhat to regulate the prices, but we will be enabled 
to stem the too rapid depletion of our present forests. 

Mr. SUTHERLAJ\'D. Before the Senator takes his seat, I 
understand the Senator's position to be that if lumber is put 
upon the free list the importation of. Canadian lumber will in­
crease and the production of lumber in our own forests will con­
sequently decrease. Do I con·ectly apprehend the Senator's 
statement? 

l\Ir. I\IcOUMBER. That would follow, as a natural result. 
In other words, we would not produce for home consumption 
quite as much. if we were not drawing from the other source. 

1\Ir. SUTHERLAND. The Senator has insisted that the sup­
ply of timber in this country is not inexhaustible. Is it not 
also true that the supply of Canadian timber is not inexhaus­
tible? 

l\1r. McOUMBER. That is true. 
l\Ir. SUTHERLAND. That being so, if we put lumber upon 

the free list, and the result of that is to mater.ially increase the 
importation of lumber from Cunada, is it not quite likely that 
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the Canadian government will put an export duty upon their 
product, and the final result of that will be that _the export 
duty put on the lumber by the Canadian government will in­
crease the price upon this side in precisely the same way as the 
import duty imposed upon this side would do, and with the 
further result that the export duty put upon the lumber in 
Canada will go into the Canadian treasury and to that extent 
deprive. the Treasury of the United States of the amount which 
it would receive from the present import duty? 

Mr. McOUMBER. l\:Ir. President, I am not looking for any 
export duty upon Canadian lumber to any extent in the near 
future. The Senator must remember that while the Canadian 
lumber supply is less than that in the United States, the popu- · 
lation is something like one-tenth of the population in the United 
States; and so the Canadian government, in proportion to its 
population, has a Yery much greater supply of standing timber 
than this Government has. To-day, while they are conserving 
to a certain extent, they are· naturally looking for markets for 
their product, and if we take off the tariff I am not at all afraid 
that they will immediately put an export duty upon it. If they 
did, of course it would counteract what we have done, and leave 
us in practically the same condition we are in to-day. 

l\fr. BAILEY. l\fr. President, I think a quorum of the Sen­
ate ought to be here to hear this interesting colloquy, and I 
make the point that there is no quorum present. · 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll. -

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names : 
Aldrich Crane .Johnson, N. Dak. 
Bacon Crawford .Jones 
Dailey Cullom Kean 
Beveridge Cummins La Follette 
Borah Curtis Lodge 
Bourne Daniel Mccumber 
Brandegee Depew McEnery 
Bristow Dick McLaurin 
Brown Dillingham Money 
Bulkeley Dixon Nelson 
Burkett Elkins Oliver 
Burnham Flint Overman 
Burrows Foster P age 
Chamberlain Frye P enrose 
Clapp Guggenheim P erkins 
Clark, Wyo. Heyburn Piles 
Clay _ Hughes Rayner 

Root 
Scott 
Shively 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Stone 
Sutherland 
Taliaferro 
Tillman 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 

l\fr. ORA WFORD. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. _ 
GAUBLE] is unavoidably absent and it will be impossible for 
him- to be here perhaps during to-day's session. I make that 
statement now in reference to this roll call, and any future one 
that may be taken to-day. 

l\fr. TILLMA...."N". I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
SMITH] is _unavoidably absent, and is paired to-day with the 
Senator from Washington [l\Ir. PILES] . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty-six Senators have re­
sponded to their names. There is a quorum present. 

Mr. · BAILEY. Nobody seems desirous to -proceed. I move 
that the Senate adjourn. _ 

l\Ir. LODGE . . On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The PRESIDE.XT pro tempore. The question is on the mo­

tion of the Senator from Texas that the Senate adjourn. 
l\Ir. LODGE. I will allow the Ohair to put the question first. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 

to the motion that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was not agreed to. 
Mr. ELKINS. l\fr. President, I wanted to speak this morn­

ing, but my friend on the committee has made some suggestion 
which I should like to look up. I am so surprised that the 
committee have free-trade notions imbedded in their rock-ribbed 
principles that I do not know where they took them up. In 
wandering over the plains of North Dakota, under the stars of 
night, the Senator from North Dakota might find some theory 
to justify him. -Because a man is sick and is well again, he 
wants to make him sick so that he will last longer. That is his 
idea of the conservation of our indu h·ies. I am just debating 
in my own mind whether to speak to-day or to defer speaking 
until Monday. . 

Mr. BAILEY. I suggest to the Senator from West Virginia 
. that he ought to wait until Monday. H e has already observed 
that the only way to keep Senators here is to make the point of 
no quorum, and then they come in, and as soon as the roll call 
is finished they dirnppear. If I were in the place of the Senator 
from West Virginia, ·I would wait until Monday to make rn,v 
speech. 

l\fr. CLAPP. I hardly think the r emark of the Senator from 
Texas applies. If the Senator from West Virginia would prefer 
to speak to-day, I think the Senate would be very glad to remain 
here and listen to him. 
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Mr. BAILEY. 1 know that is true, except the fact that so 
many Senators understood yesterday afternoon that there would 
be practically a cessation of all 'business to-day that they . are 
nbout their correspondence and their other work. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator could not have rrnderstood that 
in the face of the statement which 1 made. 

1tlr. BAILEY. The Senator f1·om Rhode Island says I could 
not haye understood that, because he said, with very consid­
erable emphasis, that there would not be ·anything done to-day 
a~cept general debate, and then, later on, he did, as he has said, 
withdraw that. 

l\fr. ALDRICH. The only statement I made was that there 
would be no yote on the lumber schedule to-day. 

1\Ir. BAILEY. Nothing but general debate. 
Mr. ALDRICH. No; I did not say that. The RECORD will 

sbow. 
·~rr. BAILEY. I may be mistaken .; but I beUeTe I will Tesort 

to the RECORD to see. The Senator from Rhode Island has a 
habit of saying things and then saying he did not say it. From 
the RECORD I read the following : 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will agree now that there shall be nothing done to­
morrow except the consideration of the lumber schedule, and that there 
shall be no votes taken. 

hlr. BAILEY. In other words, the Senator from Rhode Island means 
that there will be nothing done except ·speaking. 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. Except a day of general debate upon the lumber sched­
ule, which is sure to come--p-erhaps -several days. We shall not save 
any time by--

Then there was an interruption. I think ·I was not mis­
. taken. I thought when I made the statement I was :not mis­
taken. 

l\Ir. ELKINS obtained the floor. 
l\Ir . .AIJDRICH. If the Senator had read a little further, he 

would have seen that I said: 
I think it is much better to have it understood by the Senator that 

no votes are to be taken upon the lumber schedule to-morrow. 

I afterwards withdrew the whole proposition. 
Mr. BAILEY. I understund that, and I did not contradict 

the statement that the Senator afterwards withdrew it, but he 
withdrew it under such -circumstances that it did not impress 
the Senators. I understood it because I happened to be en­
gaged in the colloquy, but there was not one Senator in ten 
who understood, until the Senator said so this morning, that 
he had withdrawn the statement made. But the fact that he 
withdrew it confirms my statement that ne made it. 

l\Ir. ELKINS. l\fr. President, it looks to me like neither the 
Senator from 'Rhode Island nor the Senator from Texas wants 
to haYe the bill expedited from what has just occurred. The 
time of the Senate has been consumed for ten or filteen minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator .from West 
Virginia is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, West Virginia is interested in 
the duty on lumber, coal, and oil, which are the three leading 
products of the State, and I mny say in a measure leading prod­
ucts of the South. 

West Virginia is in an unfortunate position so far as the 
pending bill is concerned. It would seem that the Committee 
on Finance, that reported the bill, is not QverfriendJy to 
her products. What is termed as the '-'progressives" in this 
honorable body-I do not mean this in any offensive sense-I 
greatly fear will not vote for a ·duty on coal, oil, and lumber 
calling them "raw materials." The Finance Committee ha~ 
gone so far as to put oil on the free list; coal is in suspense· 
and the duty on lumber is reduced 50 per cent in the bill, and · 
the most violent free trader as to lumber, coal, and oil I have 
m·er known is a leading member of the committee from the 
State of North Dakota [Mr. l\IcCuMBER]. I hope I do not do 
him any injustice when I make this statement. These two 
powerful elements in the Senate shake hands across the chasm 
that diYides them on everything else and seem to agree as to 
the products of West Virginia. What is to be the outcome I 
do not know. West Virginia., it appears, can not get the ·relief 
she de erves from the Finance Committee, and I know inner dis­
trt~ss sbe can not get sympathy from the "progressives." 

The Senator from North Dakota argues that because a prod-· 
uct is not long-lived its life ought to be prolonged by putting it· 
on the free list. Timber, he says, can not last long; and as a 
remedy to prolong its life, it should not have a duty, should not 
be protected, no matter what becomes of t.he people who own 
timber lands, or the money they haYe invested, of their mills 
and plants, of their homes and means of making a living, 
and of the wage-earners employed in the lumber industry. 
No matter what the injustice may be, llis aim is to prolong the 
life of timber, e>en if he destroys the lumber industry; but he 
does not fail, however, to ·rnte the highest duties on the products 
of his State, even if they should be short-lived. Ile seems to be 
the author of his own peculiar theory as to putting some prod-

ucts 'OJ?- the free list because they are short-li>ed and can never 
be reproduced wJien .once exhausted. I am sure he will remain 
t~e undisputed author of this new and strange doctrine; no one 
Wlll -qrant to take the honor from him. I have recently gone 
o':er all ·Of the great 'Yriters on political economy, Jevons, 
.Ricardo, John Stuart Mill, Walker, Adam Smith, and others 
.and none hints at such a theory or notion as that advanced by 
the Senator from North Dakota. 

_1\Ir. President, I 'Rgree full_y with what the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. BORAH] stated in reply to the remarks of the Sen· 
a~or from. N_orth Dakota, when he said that protection is 
either a prmc1ple or not. Protection can not be a great cardinal 
principle, an important national policy, and at the same time 
be local and distributed around in spots. I do not wish 
to offend the Senator from North Dakota, but he seems to favor 
protection in spots. He is what may be termed a "spotted 
protectionist.' He is for Wgh duties on all the products of 
his State and no duties or protection on many of the products 
of other States. 

Now, let us see what duties the Finance Committee has 
reported on farm products in the pending bill. The committee 
increases the duty 5 cents a bushel on oats. That is about 
20 per cent increase. North Dakota raises oats, and yet the 
Sena.tor is a revisionist downward when he comes to the 
products of my State; not only downward, but downward clear 
out -0f sight, until he reaches the free list. The Senator 
and the committee put 5 cents a bushel more on wheat an 
increase of 25 or 30 per cent, and increases the dutY on 
rye to 100 per cent. The duty on buckwheat is increased 5 
cents a bushel, again a 25 per cent advance. Rice is the only 
product of the South that gets an increased duty, a raise from 
1! to 2 cents _per pound. 

The duty on corn is increa ed from 15 to 20 cents a bushel, 
and no nation on earth can compete, with us in corn, nor does 
any nation wish to do so. I can not understand what the com­
mittee meant by advancing the duty on corn, nor on wheat, 
rye, and barley. 

'.Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to 
interrupt him? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from West 
Virginia yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. ELKINS. I do. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Is the Senator from West Virginia. opposing 

these increases on agricultural products? 
Mr. ELKINS. Not at all. I am not opposing them in any 

way. All I ask is, that the distinguished Senator will put a fair 
duty on the products of West Virginia, which are worth just 
as much-yes, more in many localities-and entitled to the same 
·consideration. All I desire is that the Finance Committee be 
just, fair, and consistent. This is all I ask for West Virginia 
at the hands of the committee; nothing more; no discrimination 
against our products. 

Mr . .ALDRICH. Is the Senator from 1' est Virginia. trying 
-to make a trade with me or with the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. MCCUMBER]? 

.l\!r. ELKINS. I had rather trade with the chairman of the 
committee, the Senator from Rhode Island. [Lnughter.] He 
can deliver more, and I think West Virginia would get better 
treatment from him. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator from West Virginia has 
already got very much the best of me in the trade. I hav-e 
voted for protection on about a dozen articles in my State; but 
in looking m·-er this bill 1 find I have voted for protection for 
about 300 '3.rticles in his State. Therefore, for the few-eight or 
ten--in my own State the Senator has got about 300 in these 
·schedules. So I do not think the Senator can complain very 
much. 

l\fr. ELKINS. If you have left out one product not highly 
prot.ected in your State, tell me. I will give you plenty of 
time. 

Mr. McCUMBER That does not answer the question. I 
say that I have v-oted for three or four hundred articles for 
your State, while I haye taken but eight or ten for my If. 

Mr. ELKINS. We hav-e not three or four hundred prot cted 
article in W·est Virginia.. The Senator is mistaken. 

l\Ir. l\fcCUMBER. If the Senator will allow me to take the 
bill and go over the items with him--

Mr. ELKINS. I am not through with the Senator yet. 
Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from West Virginia permit 

me to interrupt him a moment? 
Mr. ELKINS. I want to say why I had rather trade with 

the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] than with the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCuMBER]. 

l\Ir. BAILEY. Becau e the Senator from Rhode I land can 
deliYer the goods. I know why. [Laughter.] -

l\fr. ELKINS. Yes, Mr. President, he can. But I must go on. 
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Mr. BAILEY. But I wanted--
Mr. ELKINS. I want to say that the Senator from Rhode 

Island is broad, liberal, and a fair protectionist; he does not 
confine protection to the products of his own State, but he is 
handicapped on his committee. He can not always get the 
products protected which he desires. He is liberal, and gen­
erally fair, but he is influenced by his environment. No man 
can emancipate himself from the influence of his colleagues, 
and I greatly fear at the solicitation of my friend from North 
Dakota and other members of his committee he has consented 
to a partial injustice in dealing with the products of West 
Virginia. · 

l\Ir. BAILEY. Will the Senator from West Virginia yield to 
me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from West 
Virginia yield to the Senator from Texas? 

l\Ir. ELKINS. Yes. 
Mr. BAILEY. I just wanted to direct the attention of the 

country to the fact that, after all, his principle of protection 
is mere bargain and trade in application. 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. l\Ir. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from West 

Virginia yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 
l\fr. ELKINS. I do. 
l\Ir. ALDRICH. I think that will be more or less apparent 

on both sides of the Chamber before this lumber schedule is 
disposed of. 

Mr. ELKINS. I want to get the " progressives" and the 
Finance Committee together long enough to vote some of the 
products of West Virginia on the dutiable list, and not allow 
her leading products to go on the free list. 

. l\fr. BAILEY. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from West 

Virginia yield to the Senator from Texas? 
Mr. ELKINS. I do. 
Mr. BAILEY. I thought, perhaps, we might reach an agree­

ment. Responding to the suggestion of the Senator from Rhode. 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH], I would be delighted to vote for a duty 
on every article on the dutiable list, even 10 per cent higher 
than the present duty on lumber is; and we can on this side 
agree to \ote on this bill on next Monday morning, if you will 
construct it on that principle. 

Mr. ELKINS. We would like--
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, we have heard--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from West 

Vir0 "inia yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 
Mr. ELKINS. I do. 
Mr. ALDRICH. We have heard that suggestion on several 

occasions. 
Mr. BAILEY. But never acted on it. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I ha-ve responded once, and I will make the 

same response again, that 10 per cent is ·now supposed to be 
protection on lumber by its friends; and whatever rate is a pro­
tective rate and gives to our industries fair treatment, whether 
it be 10, 20, 30, 40, or any other per cent, I am for; but I am 
afraid that the Senator from Texas is not. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Te::::as will vote for 10, 12, 
15, or 20 per cent duty on any article, except the common neces­
sities of life, that will put revenue into the Treasury of the Gov­
ernment. That is my position. 

l\Ir. ELKINS. I think the Senator from Texas is more liberal 
than the Finance Committee is toward lumber, and I thank him 
for it. He does not want to see the products of the South put 
on the free list while products of other States are highly 
protected. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am not more liberal, but more just. 
Mr. ELKINS. I will not discuss this question just now. I 

am trying to reach the mind of the chairman of the Finance 
Committee and convince him he has not done justice to lumber, 
oil, and coal in the pending bill. 

But let us see what the Finance Committee has done besides 
what I have stated. I do not understand how a committee 
broadly for protection can single out a lot of products in one 
State and advance the duty on .them from 25 to 100 per cent 
when not ·one of them needs such an advance, either from the 
standpoint of revenue or protection, and when there is little or 
no importation of any of these products. I find 100 per' cent 
duty on rye. Think of. that! l\1y friend from North Dakota 
seems to have had influence enough with the other "pro­
gressives" on the committee in framing the bill to secure high 
protection on all the products of his State, and then comes into 
the Senate and makes free-trade speeches as to products of West 
Virginia and the South. 

l\ow, as to lemons and oranges. Away over on the Pacific the 
great State of California, an empire, lies like a ribbon on the 

edge of the Republic, 3,000 miles distant. California fares well 
in the pending bill. The duty on lemons is advanced 50 per cent, 
besides all of her citrus fruits, berries, prunes, olives, and 
raisins are highly protected. Further down in the bill I find 
hay has a duty of $4 a ton, which shuts out hay from Canada. 
I suppose hay is sacred; corn is sacred; rye, wheat, barley are 
all sacred, but lumber and the investments in lumber are not 
sacred. A man who has an investment in a lumber mill or in oil 
or in coal gets scant consideration at the hands of the committee. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from West 

Virginia yield to the Senator from Kansas? 
1\Ir. ELKINS. I do. 
Mr. CURTIS. Does the distinguished Senator from West 

Virginia not believe that his industries have been protected to 
a greater extent 'than have the farming interests of this country? 

l\fr. ELKINS. No; I know they have not been. 
l\Ir. CURTIS. Have not your industries all been built up 

under the protective system? 
l\Ir. ELKINS. They have; but that is not what I am com­

plaining about. What I object to is that the Finance Com­
mittee wants to cut down the leading products of West Virginia 
and put them on the free list. 

Mr. CURTIS. Your industries have been built up by pro­
tection. 

l\Ir. ELKINS. Surely; I fully agree with the Senator. We 
built them up under protection given the country under the 
Morrill, :McKinley, and Dingley bills. 

Mr. CURTIS. And are you objecting to giving the farmers 
protection on hay and other farm products? 

l\fr. ELKINS. Not at all. I · will vote with the Senator for 
the amplest protection on hay, corn, and all the products of his 
State, with pleasure; but I want to say here that if there is to 
be protection, I want it all along the line for all American 
products competing with foreign products. I do not want a 
duty of 50 to 100 per cent in some States on some products, 
and the products of my State placed on the free list. I have 
made no objection to the protective rates in· the biII, and I 
have voted uniformly with the committee on all their amend­
ments. My contention is not against protecting all American 
products, but I do not want discrimination against the products 
of my State, and I do not think the committee has done West 
Virginia products quite justice. 

Mr. President, do you find long-staple cotton on the dutiable 
list? Do you find a duty on any cotton, much less advancing 
the duty 25 to 100 per cent? One hundred and seventy-eight 
thousand bales of long-staple cotton were imported last year into 
the United States. Severe competition, and no hint of a 
duty-not e•en 5 per cent. Is this fair? I appeal to · the 
Senate whether, in making a great bill under a national policy 
to which the Republican party is co~itted, is it fair, just, or 
right? Long-staple cotton and all cotton is an agricultural 
product as much as hay, corn, wheat, rye, barley, and all 
other agricultural products highly protected. Why protect 
these and keep cotton on the free list? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not sure whether the Senator is ad­
dressing his criticism to the committee or to the Senator from 
North Dakota. 

Mr. ELKINS. Both. 
1\Ir. ALDRICH. The committee ha\e not reported any pro­

vision for free lumber. 
l\lr. ELKINS. A 50 per cent reduction is getting uncom­

fortably close to it. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Is it? 
Mr. ELKINS. Do not go any further, I beg of the committee. 

I think it has gone too far, and I become alarmed when a 
lending member of the committee appeals again -and again 
that lumber be placed on the free list. 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. If the Senator--
1\Ir. ELKINS. If you are apologizing for that, I will yield; 
Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator is talking about free lumber, 

the committee have not reported in favor of free lumber; and 
while the Senator from North Dak0tu [Mr. :McCuMBER], a mem­
ber of the committee, will vote fol' free lumber, I think he is the 
only member of the committee who will do so. 

Mr. ELKINS. I will tell the Senator what the Finance 
Committee has done. West Virginia products were in the Iow­
duty class in the Dingley bill. Lumber was protected at about 
12 i1er cent ad valorem-only $2 on a thousand feet. Fifteen 
million dollars of American money went out of this country to 
pay for lumber under that duty. In the face of this the commit­
tee reduced the duty to 5 or 6 per cent ad valorem, yet I know 
the chairman is a good protectionist. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, of all the important items 
which have been passed upon in this bill, nine-tenths of them 
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in number are items in which the State of West Virginia is 
Yery mu,ch interested-· -

· Mr. ELKIKS. I.do not agree with the Senator. West Virginia 
is not interested in producing one-third of the articles in the bill. 

1Ur. ALDRICH (continuing). With duties ranging from 60 to 
'OYer 100 per cent~ So I would suggest to the Senator that I · 
think it would be better taste tmd better judgment on his part 
to · talk about the lumber schedule without reference to what 
his State has received in the paragraphs -0f the bill that have 
. already been passed upon. 

l\Ir. ELKINS. It might be 'better judgment if the -dis- ' 
tinguished Senator objects; but there is no question about the 
taste in this discussion. As to matters of taste we learned long 
ago from the ancients "De gustibus non disputandum est." 
This is good philosophy, even in these modern days. That may 
be Choctaw, I will say to the Senator from Rhode Island, if he 
wants to know what it is. [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, I do not mean to make any complaint whatever 
against th~ chairman of the Finance Committee. I know he is ' 
a protectionist and wants to be just and fair; and wllateve.r 
infirmities pos ess him arni are apparent in him in the conduct 
of this great transaction of framing a tariff bill they are not due 
to what he feels, but are due to his surroundings. He can not 
help this great disparity in the schedules, some enjoying high 
·duties and others none. I .know what he means by'' West Vir­
ginia products." I know we have greater products than lumber. 
I have named them. We have iron, steel, glass, :and many other 
products, and l may say with orir deposits of coal, oil, and gas, 
our water power, and our great advantages in reaching the 
markets east and west, <me day West Virginia will rival Penn­
sylvania and New England in mills and manufacturing plants. 
This is her sure and certain destiny. 

l\Ir. President, according to a table I have, the products cov­
ered by a duty :and are protected may be divided into three 
classes. The first, running from 50 per cent to 270 per cent, 
may be called the "high-duty class." The medium class is 
from 25 per cent to 50 per cent, :and the low-duty class is .from 

, l5 or G to 25 per cent ad valorem. Unfortunately, West Virginia 
products already fall in the low-duty class. 

West Virginia has not been too ambitious as to her products. 
She was willing to remain in the l-0w-duty class. She did not 
:ask an advance in duties or more protection. If it is found 
necessary to reduce duties, why .select products already in the 
lowest class of the dutiable list? Why not reduce on products 
enjoying a duty from 50 to 170 per cent, such as sugar, woolen 
and cotton goods, gloves, and many others? 

Mr. President, in the pending bill oi1 is put on the free list, 
we do not know where coal is yet, but I am hopeful about it. 
We do h"llow that the duty on lumber has been cut in two, re­
duced 50 per cent, and we know that the duty on steel has been 
considerably red>Uced. Fiv~ or 10 per cent off the high-duty 
class would ha\e been only a slight reduction-on sing1e articles, 
but the aggregate would have been considerable. 

:Ur. President, we ought to decide- in making this bill one 
thing that bas disturbed the country since Hancock's time, 
and that is whether the tariff is national or -local in principle 
and application, whether in making a tariff there .should be fair 
dealing and no discrimination. I believe a majority of the 
people of this country have so often declared in favor of a pro­
tective policy as a principle that it ought to be adhered to in 
making a tariff bill. I believe all American products com­
peting with products from abroad in our home markets ought 
to have some measure of protection, some share in the dis­
tribution of duties, and I think this rule, if adhered to, would 
satisfy fair-minded people and all good protectionists. 

The Government requires the raising of sufficient revenue, 
if duties should be justly and fairly distributed, to protect 
~very American industry neetling }Jrotection. I think the chair­
man of the Finance Committee will agree to this. The free 
list should not be increased by putting on it American prod­
ucts competing with foreign products; but rather there should be 
placed a duty on all foreign products that compete with Ameri­
can products, the rates ·to be fixed according to the conditions 
nnd the rule laid down in the Republican platform. I will be 
perfectly wUling, so far as the products ·of West Virginia are 
concerned, to do that. We do not a.sk high _protection or high 
duties; we are willing to be left in the low-duty class, but ubject 
to putting any of the West Virginia products on the free list 
or reducing the nlready low duties now laid upon them. 

I believe the average duties of 45 per cent in the pending bill 
'Could and should be reduced by reducing the duties on highly 
protected products and putting more duty, low or high, as the 
case may be, on all foreign products competing with American 
products. That would be a just, fair, and equitable revision of 
the tariff, such as promised in the Republican platform and in 
the speeches made by President Taft before and since the earn-

paign. I want to adhere precisely to that rule, principle, or pol­
icy in making this tariff. In other w·ords, I want to treat as 
nearly as may be all American products alike. I mean in the 
matter of affording some protection. I do not mean all alike as 
to rates. Tariff rates should be adjusted according to 'Labor con~ 
ditions and the difference between the cost of labor here a.nd 
abroad. · One thing above ·all others, in making the present 
tariff bill, we must protect American wage~earners in their 
wages and .employment against foreign labor . 

.As I have said, under the Dingley bill the rates of daty tm 
the products of West Virginia were fair, though in tile lowest 
class. We ·had a duty of $2 a thousand feet on lumber-that is, 
about 12 per cent; on coal we had 67 cents per ton, and a 
countervailing duty on petroleum and its products, which af­
forded protection. Under the Payne bill the duty on lumber 
is reduced 50 per -cent; the Finance Committee has not yet re­
ported the duty on coal, but it places oil on the free list and 
concurs in the reduction of 50 per cent on lumber. 

I am trying to get justice for my State and its products, 
and l desire to be just to the chairman of the Finance Com­
mittee in all I say and ask. 

Mr. President, putting a low duty on some of the products 
'Of West Virginia and putting others on the free list is an unjust 
discrimination. I nm proud to stand by, defend, and be loyal 
to my people and my State and their interests here and else­
where. There are no -better and no more patriotic people in the 
wide world. Why should these products I have just named 
be discriminated against? Human beings, good and worthy 
citizens, are engaged in the business of owning and manag~ 
ing these great industries in my State and in other States; 
wages are paid; -capital is invested; employment furnished to 
thousands of good people, and whole communities are built up 
and around the production, .sale, and transportation of coal, oil, 
11.nd lumber. Alu:st these great industries be stricken down or 
impaired while sugar, tobacco, shoes, cutlery, gl-0ves, cotton and 
woolen goods, and many other products enjoy protective dnties 
ranging from .50 to 200 per cent? From the standpoint of re­
vision of the tariff downward such an adjustment would not be 
fair, and from the standpoint of a fair and .equitable revision 
it would not be just. West Virginia products can not stand 
any reduction of duty, while the products I have named ·can. 

There is another suggestion I wish to make. If there is to 
be a general reduction of duties, I am willing that the p.rod­
ucts of my State and section, although they are in the low­
duty class, should stand their fair share of reduction with 
the products of -other States; but I am not willing that they 
should be reduced at the rate of 50 per cent and others put on 
the free list when there is no corresponding reduction in the 
duty on highly protected products of other States and sections. 
Coal, oil, iron, steel, and lumber constitute 80 per cent of the 
manufactured products of West Virginia. 

To better illustrate my position, a farmer, a coal operator, 
a timber owner with his sawmill, and the owner of a woolen 
mi11 are all located near the Canadian border doing business, 
their industries having been in active operation for many 
years. Each has all of his capital invested, employing labor, 
paying wages, each making reasonable profits, educating his 
family, and all being good citizens. . 

The products of all four industries, however, compete in our 
market with products of like industries in Canada, and all 
enjoy some degree of protection under the Dingley bill and 
are prosperous. Now, I wish to ask if, in revising the tariff, 
it is just and fair to continue high duties and runple protec­
tion on the woolen manufacturer'.s products and on the farmer's 
products and levy a low duty, or none at all, on the coal oper­
ator's coal and the timber owner's lumber? 

Under these circumstances the coal operator and lumber 
producer would be .greatly injured if the duties were taken 
off their industries or if they should be greatly reduced. So 
far as th~ coal opera tor and the timber owner are concerned, 
this would not be revision, but destruction.. . 

Is this fair? These people live there together. They are 
honest people, and good citizens, . and have all their money 
invested, and, .say what you please, if you let Canadian lumber 
in free or reduce this duty, it will destroy or impair the lumber 
industries of the United States as far a Canadian lumber can 
be hauled by rail cheaper than our lumber can be hauled.· 

I know it will be in the interest of the people of the State 
of the Senator from Korth Dakota to have free lumber in a 
sense. J.ocally it would, and so fur as his State is concerned; 
but we are making a tariff bill not for one State or its products, 
but for the whole country. The American people believe in 
protection. How can we ever make a tariff biH if we levy duties 
on tbe products of a dozen or so States :md deny protection to 
the products of other States? This will not do; this is the 
narrow and selfish view, and will not work. 
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:Mr. McOUMBER. •Mr. President--. I JMr. •PresHient, rthere is nolUse ·,saying anything 1o divert ·ntten­
The P.RESIDENT :pro tempOl'e. poes the ·Senator froJn ··west . ltion from the .main point in this debate. :I know it hurts when 

iVirginia .Yield to .the Sena.tor from North Dakota? 11. ;l)rote$t Js imade -against .injustice and discrimination, and .I 
Mr. EDKINS. Yes. :sympathize with the!Senator ·fl'om North Dakota .in the unpleas-
1\fr. MoCUl\IBER. I appreciate the ·fact .that during the :last ant and unfortunate position in which he finds himself in trying 

;fouty .qr fifty ·years of .protection ithe ·people of my 'State :and .of. to be a protectionist in his State .and ·a :free trader :in :my State, 
he _Northwestern ·States genei:ally have, -yea.r in and year out, , as .to its products. 

·never sur1·endered ithe . banner . of the protective policy, and ithey ·l\!r . .McOUl\IBER. The .Senator never wasted his sympathy 
.have been igro.wing :immensely -wealthy and ·have p:riotluced .mil- mor~ than be does '.in a <;a.se Qf this 1kind. 
·uonnire upon millionaire, while :the rpoor ·people in 'West Vir- · ·l'l!r. £DI<iINS. He is appealing to ·prejudice when .he :talks 
gi,nia, .wl th their coal and ·their ii·on and their ;thousan·ds of about the rmillionaires of ~est =Virginia. ·We will have ueither 
manufacturing industries, have all become ·ver.y, vei:y much millionaires, nor wages, nor industries of any kind if our prod­
pauperized. ·Now, as I look at :the ·happy countemrnce ·Of the 'ucts are .put on the ,free list. West Virginia does not .produce 
Senator ;from West Virginia, I can hardly believe that he i,s 1one millionaires, but produces lumber, coal, iron, and oil-g1·eat 
·of those ·who has ·suffered so very much .from a iprotective-<luty ;products ·needing protection. She has nothing . artificial. 
that has ·SO ;benefited the ·northwestern ·section and from which [Laughter.] I am sure I do the Senator no injustiae when I 
the .Senator .from West ;virginia has •received .no benefit what- say -that .ne~t ·to being an .able ·Senator, as he is, from his ·State 
e\er. [Laughter.] I think, :Mr. President, if the Senator will :he ·would like rto be a millionaire. :Being .a 1milliooaire ·is a 
allow me, ·he will find that we ··have stood by protection about as disease that is catching-I mean everybody is standing .around 

f · · · ~trying to (Catch the ,fii.sease. 
long and about a §! often as even ·the people 0 West Virgima, .Mr. President, the coal operator makes only 15 cents on a ton 
even when we were getting ·the benefit only indirectly. ,of :coal, .and ,the ·Senator makes 30 cents a bushel on his barley, 

I want ~the .Senator to understand •that the :Senator from wheat, ·and iother agricultural products due to the protection. 
, North iDakoto., ·in ·his own State ·and in all the Northwestern J know he does not like to hear tbis. ·we make little ,·on our 

States, has been preaching rprotection for a good many years. :products, ·while our ·capital in.vested is enormous. 
While we could not show directly to our ~arming constituents Mr. McCUUB.ER. lf the :.Senutor ·would ,multiply ,it, .I would 
·that rthey got . the .direct benefit, ·we .. could show them that by like it better. 
buildino- up the g1·eat industries of the Eaj>t, by seeing every Mr. ELKINS. I sympathize -with the •farmers :all ov.er ·the 
smoke tack . ..,ending ·up volumes o.f smoke, like a prayer of country. Protection gives them our home market, the best rin 
iincense rising -to the skies and ·prayers o:f thankfU1nj3sS ·for ih.e ·world. I , am :not OPIJO.Sin.g : a duty on farm . products. Tl am 
·.Republican policy, we .got :our benefit; :but at the same·time ·the a protectionist. I want duties .on ·all -foreign product.s com­
Senator ·must recognize-"! -am not -goil!g to take .the Senator's .peting with .Amedean .pr.oducts ·bigh .enough to keep our =home 
time, but he has a lluded very often to me-the :Senator must markets for our .own people and'.high enough ·to p1·otect our wage­
recognize ;that ·every one of these smokesta_cks is :an argument, earners against the low .wages of foreign labor. ·I am not 
when •it 'is a.live, for p:rntection, and that eve~y .man that is willing to .desh'oy or '_impair, even ip the .slightest .degree, the 
working·under -it preaches most eloquen;t~y for that .Policy. industries of any State. I -want them all -to =have· a fair chance 

We have stood by -you ~pon -all of. those matters. We have a.nd pro per . 
..stood by you when lumber advanced from .$12 per thou!!iand up ··Mr .. sco~v.r. Will .my colleague allow ·me? 
to '. $40, and ·we neve.r said a word ·about it; but when yo.u Mr. ELKINS. Yes. 
wanted ·"to get it up 'to $50 or $60, and exhaust the .entire.lumber . rMr. ·SCOTT. You . are~oing -to vote for nil these? 
•a.upply of the country in a very 'few years, then .we said-and Mr. ELKINS. Every one of them, whenever the .chair-
our people, I think, said correctly___,.that is .not .an obie<Jt that ·man of .the· Committee :on 'Finance brings them ,before the .Sen.ate 
ought to be further 1Protected. ·for a ,vote. [Laughtel·-J .:I do wish ·Senators woultl ,vote ·the 

·~fr. ELKINS. .l\Ir. ·President, the value of lumber .nas not ·same .way on the u1·oduc.ts .of ~west ·vii:ginia. 
reached such a price as that w.b.lch .the Senator .states. Twenty 1\Ir. SCOTT. Tha.t ls we .are loyal. 
dollars a thousand .feet for rough :Imnber is the _prevailing re- 'Mr. tEJLK'JNS. ':W.e u~e 1loya1, b_nt the :S€natQr ifrom ·North 

· tail price-the :price •at ·the mills i_s ·much 'les$-,;and ;there is .. no · •Dakota !is :not loyal to the broad principle of 1protection~surely 
·use talking .about it 'being 1forty or •fifcy dollars per thousan~. .no.t ·in itts -i:mplicatton. .;The :Senator ·does ~not :need ·this pro-

3..\1r. President, I :said nothing about what th~ Senator au.d his . i:.tec.tion ,on .his;faum products, except ~ it may ~be, possibly, on 1hay 
·people have done in rthe _pa.st. So ·far as ·I Jrno.w, :he and the.Y . ':and ·on ·.cattle. -He:shonld not a:sk ·it, .and in the same breath ask 
.have 'been .good ,Pl'Ot~c~ionists. 'What !I conwla~n :about 'is t~e 1_c..oal,r0i_l, and ~lumber to ·be put-on the free list. 
•Senator's :present pos1t10n as a member of ,the Fma.nce Oomm1t-1 :Mi·. ·SMITH -of Michigan. :Mr . .:.Eresident--
~tee, which .is while 1 protecting all ~the ·products .of .Jlis .Stu te he !Che :·HRES:E.UENT 1pro 1tempu:re. Does ·the .Senator .:from ··west 
wants to put the leading products of West Virginia on the 'fi:ee ··;v.jrginia ·yield to the Senator from "Michigan? 
list. In this bill the .farmers have haY., wheat, 'barley, .antl a'll ·Mi:. ·UDiJK:INS. rFor a question. 

··agricultural products highly protected. rThey are,rn:lking mon~y, ~Mr. :Sl\IIT.]l .of -Michigan. I would like to ~uggest to the 
and I am glad of it. ·Our -coa:l and 1umber operators buy their Senator from West Virginia that, while they may :need this 
·hay and rbuy their ·wheat, meat, and rcorn, all :h.igl1ly :Protected, tariff on ,hay, ·,when the Wilson bill was the law .of 1the land 
while the -Senator urgently pleads to ~put the .Products of 'WeBt i they had their :hay .. on their farms; they did 'IlOt J:ave _any 
\Virginia o_n the free list. In the past the Sen11.tor ·from 'North Jnal'ket ,for it. 
~E>akota and others ·of.like mind may have •been good protection- Mr. ELKINS. Yes. I thnnk the .Senator from.Michigan. I ·.re­
·ists, ·but are they now, wnen they ask that-jn~portant American m.embereyell under the Wilson bi1J-.because our ·mills and mines 
products competing wit}l foreig;i .Products shall go on the :free . were closed-the farmers' hay remained in the fieH:l unused. 
list ·because, as I believe, their States .do ·not produce them? Mr. President, .I will now take up seriatim •the ·argum.ents 

.Mr. McCUMBER. I think, Mr.Presi"deut, if ,tb,e ,S.enator will . made by the free traders of the Senate on lumber. J do ~not 
allow .me- like the idea of calling Republicans bee •traders; but I am 

Mr. ELKINS. I hope the Senator will not make .a speech in ,bound .to ·do so, especially when they are on the ·Finance ·Com-
.asking a question. mittee and ask that important competing American products go 

Mr. MoCUMBJDR. I think one-.half the ·farmers 'Of D.lY -State on the ·free list. . . . 
will trade their entire farms for what :the Senator frQrn West Let us look .at :the h1st~1-y of. this matter of . du~i.es on lum-
iVirginia himself owns as a single ·individual-- ber. l ·w:-mt ·to gi;e a brief review of the r lumber mdus~1w ·for 

Mr. !ELKINS. Mr. President this personal reference to a long time back. . The S~nator fro~ North Dakota talkefi 
m~ · ' · several .hours on this question, and his speech was very able 

Mr. l\IcCU.M:BER (continuing). So I do not think they ·have and very entertaining. 
become so very rich, and I do not think the Senator .from West ALWAYS A DUTY ON LUMBER EXCEI'T UNDER WILSON LAW. 

Virginia has become so Yery poor. Mr. President, from 18:46 until now, more than sixty years, 
Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, the Senator is in error as to there has been a duty on lumber, except under the Wilson law, 

his statement about exchanging half the farms of ·his State fo.r which pro"\tided for free lumber, and we had it for a period of 
what I own in West Virginia. T do not know how to meet this three years when the Democrats had every department of the 
except to say what I own in West ·Virginia is .greatly exagger- . ·Government. ·If the Republicans had conh·olle<J. every depart­
ated, and the value of a few farms would cover it; but I aw · ment of the ·Government, lumber would not have been on the free 
glad to say nearly all I own in the world is in West Virginia, ! list; but under the Wilson law not only every industry of the 
and I ·am proud of it. It is a great State to live in and invest : United States .was disastrous~y affected, but lumber especially. 
iin, but I stand here not for my own interests, but tbe general '. Ninety ~per cent of the mills of West ·virginia were closed, shut 
good and interests of the entire State and her people. I mus..t .. · down, and the grass grew in the t·oads leading to the miUs until 
and ·will, defend both and ·see that ·they 1have ·justice. we got ·relief under the Dingley bill. It is now proposed by the 
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Finance Committee to reduce the rate on lumber, already in the 
low-duty class, as I mid before, and increase the duty on other 
products manufactured in other States and parts of the country. 

l\Ir. McCUl\fBER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? · 

Mr. ELKINS. Just a question. 
:Mr. McCUl\IBER. I want to ask the Senator if, dnring that 

period of what he calls "free trade in lumber," there was any 
particular increase in the lumber importations from Canada? 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, the Senator does not know the 
history of the lumber industry in this country or he would not 
have asked this question. 

l\fr. l\fcCUMBER. I want to ask whether there was any, 
because--

Mr. ELKINS. Absolutely, yes; an enormous quantity of 
lumber was imported. 

:Mr. l\IcCUMBER. There has been an increase since then. 
Mr. ELKINS. An increase, yes; both during and since the 

Wilson law. 
Mr. McCUl\IBER. Not as much was imported then as we 

import now. 
Mr. E.LKINS. This country has expanded during the fifteen 

years that have elapsed since then. I will tell him that the 
lumber from the northern pa,rt of West Virginia that formerly 
reached New York and New England was driven out of these 
sections by the Wilson law and our mills shut down. 

Mr. l\IcCUMBER. The point that I was making--, 
Mr. ELKINS. I am making this speech; or I am trying to, 

at least. 
Mr. l\IcCUl\IBER. I do not h'TIOW; I thought the Senator was 

talking to me. Will the Senator allow one question? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from West 

Virginia yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 
Mr. ELKINS. Yes; this time. 
l\fr. McCUl\IBER. Very well. I think the Senator will find 

that while it is true that the mills in his State and a great 
many of those elsewhere in the United States were closed, all 
other mills were closed as well and there was no money in the 
country to buy lumber. 

Mr. ELKINS. Especially, however, was the lumber industry 
prostrated. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will ask the Senator from North Dakota whether 
there was not at that time an export duty on lumber from 
Canada, and whether that was not the reason it did not come in? 

Mr. ELKINS. It came in even with an export duty. 
If the Senator will give me his attention, I will state that last 

year we imported, in round numbers, 782,000,000 feet of lumber, 
valued at $15,000,000, or about $19 a thousand. The revenue de­
rived from this source was only $2,230,000. From this it would 
seem that the $2 duty cut very little figure. Think of fifteen 
millions of American money going out of this country to buy 
foreign timber, when we had so much timber standing un­
touched in our forests, giving employment to foreign mills and 
foreign wage-earners ! Think of the $2,000,000 revenue, and 
that much timber saved from being cut in our forests being our 
only return for the $15,000,000 paid in gold to the lumbermen 
of Canada. 

Is the present duty so high that it keeps out lumber? Not at 
all If the duty on lumber had been as high relatively as on 
other articles, it would have been $5 a thousand on lumber. 
This might have prevented another recurrence of sending 
$15,000,000 of American money out of the country to buy prod­
ucts we have at home. 

People can not limit themselves to the products of their own 
States and their own wishes in making a tariff. The various 
sections of this country are too closely connected for that. The 
South can not go forward in the industrial race of the Nation 
unless she has th~ i!-ame opportunities and enjoys the same ad­
vantages as other sections. She can not make the race handi­
capped with her products on the free list and .the products of 
other sections enjoying high protection. If her finished and 
manufactured products are on the free list, or bear only a very 
low duty, while others are highly protected, she can not achieve 
the prosperity and progress to which she is entitled. She would 
not have a fair chance; she would stand still while other sec­
i ions would grow and move forward. 

The Canadian importers bought this lumber, paid the duty, 
nnd made money. If they had not made money they would not 
b.1rrn imported the lumber. They made money. The duty on 
?umi:Jer ought to be $4 or $5 a thousand feet, if you put it on 
the same basis as woolen or cotton goods, wheat, rye, or barley. 
It ought to be $10 a thousand feet to keep pace with the highly 
protected products of the Easteru States. . 

Mr. President, last year we sold to Canada 782,000,000 feet of 
lumber-not much when we consider that one State alone, 
Washington, has 800,000,000,000 feet of standing lumber. 

I am mistaken about the standing timber in the State of 
Washington. I should have said the Pacific coast States-Wash­
ington, California, Oregon, Idaho, and Montana-have, accord­
ing to the best estimates, 1,400,000,000,000 feet of standing timber. 
We cut 40,000,000,000 feet a year. With the present annual pro­
duction, it would take thirty-six years to exhaust the timber of 
these States if you did not touch another stick of timber in the 
country. The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. MCCUMBER] 
must permit a Senator from a lumber State to know something 
about these statistics and figures. The Senator has a sort of 
hallucination-I will not say "hysteria "-about the exhaustion 
of timber. I am astonished when he has this spasm of apprehen­
sion about saving the forests. I want to save his barley and 
wheat as much as he does, but they will give out long before 
lumber gives out. Your soil will become poor and exhausted, 
as other soils have. There is no denying these facts. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I understand that the Senator does not 
want interruptions. · 

Mr. ELKINS. I am glad to answer questions from so 
amiable a person as the Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. McCUl\IBER. If the Senator asks the question of me, I 
will answer it; but I do not want to interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. ELKINS. The Senator had three hours for his speech, 
and he has made these statements. 

It will take more than thirty-six years' consumption, accord­
ing to . some statisticians, to exhaust the lumber of the Pacific 
Coast States, cutting 40,000,000,000 feet a year, our present pro­
duction. We haye the second crop in some ·States, and in Maine 
we have the second and third crops. We can with care and 
attention prolong the life of this industry, without ruining it by 
letting foreigners come here and enjoy it as we do. According 
to the theory of the Senator, let the lumber industry live; it is 
virile and vigorous now. But if we let in lumber free to com­
pete with the lumber of the United States, the man who has 
only a few hundred acres of timber, while he can go on with the 
industry, and it will Inst longer, he will make nothing. How is 
his family to U-rn? How is the man himself to live? How is 
he to pay wages? It simply drives him out of business, because 
if a man can not make anything in his business he will give it 
up. It is true the timber on the few hundred acres will last until 
the foreign timber gives out. The life of the timber would be 
prolonged, it is true; meantime the owner of the timber would 
be ruined. The Senator seems to be reckless on this branch 
of the subject. 

EXTENT .A~D IMPORTANCE OF THE LUMBER INDUSTRY. 

There is invested in the lumber industry in the United States 
$600,000,000 of just as good money as is invested in the Sen­
a tor's farms. I do not mean all of this for the Senator from 
North Dakota. I am addressing myself to him because he is a 
leading and conspicuous member of the Finance Committee-a 
protection committee, too. There are 30,000 sawmills operated 
and from 600,000 to 700,000 men . employed, on whose labor 
3,500,000 people depend. That is an enormous industry, an 
enormous investment. 

I do not say that free lumber would affect all the people 
owning lumber in the same way, not at all. Free lumber 
would destroy these industries on the Canadian border to the 
extent of millions of dollars; and generally it would have the 
effect of lowering the price of lumber all over the country. 
Mexican lumber would come into the Southern States, and 
Canadian lumber from the North. That is the effect it would 
have on the lumber business world. 

If the price of a commodity is reduced, wages must come down. 
The hest form of <'li.stributing wealth known to society thus 
far is through the payment of wages; if business is good, wages 
are good, then the distribution of wealth is greater. We know 
how to accumulate money, but we have not learned how to 
distribute it wisely and in the best way that it should be dis­
tributed. Let us maintain good wages and not break down the 
best means for the distribution of wealth we have learned thus 
far, founded in justice, by breaking down our home industries. 

The retail price of lumber varies from seventeen to twenty 
dollars per thousand feet. For the last two years it has been 
much lower. The Senator has repeatedly stated, and I believe 
other Senators have also said, that it is forty or fifty dollars 
per thousand feet. The latter figures refer to planed lumber 
and some fine or hard woods, but they are all too high, even for 
retail prices. All the machinery, tools, implements, and appli­
ances connected with or used in the making of lumber are 
highly protected and most expensi>e. The Senator voted for 
a duty on every one of these things; yet he wants to make 
lumber free. 

I assert, Mr. President, _that there is no such thing as a lum­
ber trust or lumber combination. I have heard of one man 
up in the Northwest-1\Ir. Weyerhaeuser-who is said to have 
bought up all the timber. in his section of tlle country. He has 
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not bought it aD, r am sure. From what I hear he is simply a 
sort of individual walking trust by himself; and everyone else 
has the same right that he has to buy timber lands. · I dare 
say the Senator and his constituents would buy them, too, if 
they could. 

There are about 50 timber holdings in the United States that' 
exceed 1,000,000,000 feet of stumpage. Timber holdings are 
general, and as honestly held as farm lands. 

In transportation, lumber stands third in railroad tonnage in 
the United States. Lowering the duty on lumber, or impairing 
the industry in any way, will have the effect of closing many 
mills. I do not say it will close all the mills, but it will close 
many of them. It will also reduce wages and reduce the volume 
of business on the railroads and iil the country. All this should 
be prevented, and can be by maintaining the present duty of $2 
a thousand feet, or, better, increasing it to $4, to keep pace 
with present duties on many articles. 

If We standing timber were confined to Pennsylvania, New 
Jersey, New York, and New England, and lumber protected as 
the manufactured products of those States, ram sure the duty 
would be double what it is now, or $4 per 1,000 feet~ I make 
this statement after reading the schedules. Look at the pro­
tection the people of those sections and States enjoy. on their 
principal products. I vote for that protection. I am making 
no war on it. But why should the committee deny us protection 
on our productfi!? 

II all the forests could be assembled- in one place in the 
East and Northwest, what protection lumber would have! And 
we would vote for it n makes some difference just where a 
product is rai ed or grown as to the share of· protection.. u-gets. 

Timber lands are at this moment being bought in Canada and 
Mexico and held for a reduction of the duty on lumher, or its 
being placed on t110 free list. There is !l.D organized force at 
work here, I am told, composed of the agents- of railroad owners 
and the owners of foreign timber lands, to keep the duty off 
lumber in the present tariff, although lumber has been protected 
for more than sixty years. So far as I can learn, the importers 
an.d American owners of timber lands in Canada are most 
clamorous :tor free lumber. 

I will give one example to support what I say; I could 
cite others: The l\fexico Transportation Company (Limited), 
organized under the laws of Great Britain, with a capital of 
$40,000,000-a company organized under the laws of a foreign 
country, with foreign capital-has commenced the construc­
tion of a railroad to timber lands it has purchased in Mexico, 
about 300 miles from El Paso. These timber lands bear good 
pine lumber. They cost the purchasers, I am told, only about 
$1 an acre. They will cut from 4,000 to 5',000 feet per acre. 
This company bas already acquired 2,700,000 acres of these 
lands. The estimate of the timber now standing is 8,000,000,-
000 feet, which is ready to be shipped into the United Statei 
as soon as the railroad can be built. 

This company took the action in respect to building the 
railroad to which I have referred, notwithstanding the duty of 
$2 a thousand on lumber. They bought this tract of land, 
fully recognizing the duty. If the duty is taken off, of course 
they will make that much more. I suppose that is what 
these Senators want-to let this foreign company thrive and 
grow fat at our expense and break down our industries. 
These are. able men, wise men, and they put $40,000,000 in 
building a railroad and buying these lands to ship lumber to the 
United States, knowing what return they were going to get; 
and yet there are Senatora willing to gh-e them our home 
markets. 

. Mr. President, as a general proposition free lumber would 
reduce the eru.·nings of American railroads; it would reduce 
wages in the United States; it would break down industries 
that live on lumber. We should keep our home market for 
lumber the same as we do for other products and not open 
it to foreign lumber. I can not name a product of the State 
represented so ably here by my distinguished friend the Sen­
ator from Massachusetts [l\fr. LODGE] that. does not enjoy a rea­
sonable-I may say, a high-degree of protection, if it competes 
with a foreign product. I say " reasonable," although many 
people think it is unrea.sonable. I vote for it, however. I do 
not say the Senator is going to vote for free lumber. I do not 
charge him with that. I am merely illustrating. But there is 
not a thing l\fassachusetts produces that has not high protec­
tion if it competes with foreign products. 

LUMBER IN THE SOUTH. 

Mr. President, I have gi>en in a brief way the general outlines 
of the lumber industry in the United States. Let us now look 
at the lumber industry in the South, and I invite the attention• 
of southern Senators to what I am about to say. Next to ·cotton, 
lumber is the chief industry of the South. It brings- annually 
to the South $100;-000,000. It is a good friend-a. great friend. 

The people of the South agree with me-and I belong to the 
South-in having no apprehensio:g. about its giving out. We are 
not afraid of its giving out in this generation or in ten genera­
tions. It is the most important factor in southern industry. 
It continues the year around. Cotton comes in once a year, and 
then the business is over for the next six months. The lumber 
business, however, is a continuing one, and it is doing more to 
help the South than any other industry. 

The South should not be indifferent to the striking down of 
its second largest· industry, when other sections enjoy high 
duties. The South has to fear Mexico; the Northwestern and 
New England States have to fear Canada in the lumber industry. 

I wish the Republican party could learn, and learn now, in 
making this bill, to treat the people of the South, in the matter 
of protection to their industi~ies, as fairly and justly as it treats 
other sections. I think we would have more Republicans down 
South if we did. We may not think we-need them, but I think 
the time is coming when we will need them perhaps to take the 
place of free -traders elsewhere. 

Let us give the South the same protection on their products 
other sections enjoy. I do not mean necessarily to the same 
extent; I mea.n the same kind of protection that- is given to 
other sections of the country. I do not want a duty. of 50 or 100· 
per cent on lumber. We can get along without it. But merely 
because we can get along with a slight duty, do not deny us 
the little that we have. -

The South has power in this Chamber to-day, if it would 
unite, to write into this bill reasonable protection on all her 
industries, the same as other sections- of the Union enjoy. It 
seems to me Senators should stand together in a common cause 
to bring about this result. By refusing to do this they will 
only render aid to the States wanting lumber free and wanting 
all other product& highly protected. 

The South can not prosper equally with other sections of the 
cotmtry if what she produces and manufactures is put on the 
free list or only a very low duty imposed. Under such condi­
tions she would be obliged to sell her products at low prices 
and pay high prices for what she consumes. 

LUMBER IN WEST VlRG.INIA. 

Take the State of West Virginia: There are about 1,900 saw­
mills in the State of West Virginia, with a capital invested of 
$20,000,000. That is all good, hard money, just the same as is 
invested in the farm lands and in the products of' New England, 
New J"ersey, and Pennsylvania. It is not "stage money," but 
real money. And now the Senator says: "Well, let that capital 
be impaired; that does not make any difference. That does not 
affect North Dakota." 

There are about 1,500 sawmills in operation in West Virginia; 
with a capital of $20,000,000; about 15,000 men are employed; 
the wages paid are about $3,700,000 annually. The value of the 
product last year was about $20,000,000. 

West Virginia is one of the great timber States ot the Union. 
Seventy-three per cent of its area is covered with timber, and 
to reduce the present duty from $2 to $1 would work a great 
injustice to this most important industry, the third in impor­
tance in the State. We have tried free lumber, and know the 
disastrous results. We have had all the experience we want 
or need with free lumber. 

A reduction of $1 in the duty would open some of our 
markets to Canada, close a great many sawmills, reduce,. the 
yalue of timber lands, number of men employed and their 
wages, and would diminish the transportation of lumber over 
our railroads. 

These are far-reaching and serious results, and yet some 
Senators contemplate them with the most complacent indiffer­
ence. "High duties on everything North Dakota, produces, and 
no duty· on what West Virginia produces; " that seems to be the 
motto of the Senator fTom North Dakota and Senators who 
sympathize with him. 

West Virginia has had experience with free lumber. In 
1894, under the Wilson bill, 90 per cent of the- mill& of West 
Virginia were closed, grass grew in the roads leading to them, 
and Canada took most of the lumber trade West Virginia had 
as far south as New York City. 

Before the passage of the Wilson bill there were two large 
elevatQrs built in New York City with lumber from West Vir­
ginia for the New York Central Railroad. 

I am sorry I do not see present the distinguished Senator from 
New York who then presided over that great railroad with so 
much ability. After the Wilson bill was passed, two were built 
of Canadian lumber. Do you want any greater illustration of 
the effect of free lumber? Free lumber will take the h-ade away 
from us as far south as Pittsburg. 

The Senator f1·om North Dakota is alarmed at the advancing 
1 price of lumber. I will show him later on wages ha Ye increased 
much•more. He ts notaJ.ilrmed because of' the adyance in, meat, 
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hay, ,wheat, and barley and other products of his State. They 
may advance in price, and the poor people who are struggling 
to get them may suffer, but these products need protection to 
keep up the price. Let them advance, but great industries like 
lumber, oil, coal, and iron should take care of themselves and 
not advance in price. · 

The advancing price applies equally to other products. 
New York was once a wheat-producing State. Forty or 

fifty years ago it shipped flour West. Now it produces but 
little wheat, the soil having become exhausted. You can not re­
new it. If it could be done it would have been done in New 
York and Ohio. New York now gets all of her wheat and flour 
from the West. Yet the Finance Committee, and especially the 
Senator from North Dakota, demands long and loud that the 
wheat, barley, and rye of his State have the highest duties. 

How much has the duty of $2 a thousand to do with the high 
price of lumber? If the price is going sky high, as the Senator 
said in his able speech the other day, $2 did not prevent 
$15,000,000 of our money going into Canada to b.uy Canadian 
lumber. The importer would pay the duty and go on importing. 
If we are going to get lumber up to $50 a thousand, as the 
Senator says, Canada will pay the duty and flood the country. 
So his argument answers itself. 

Mr. Presidep.t, I think, with proper attention to tree planting, 
we may reforest ~e country largely and preserve our forests, at 
least as long as free-trade Senators can preserve the soil of their 
States. 

I will not detain the Senate much longer. I desire to give 
some figures with i'espect to the lumber industry-cost of 
producing lumber, wages paid here and in Canada. 

In the tariff hearings before the Ways and Means Committee 
of the House, on page 3162, the following appears: 

Taking the Forest Service report of the output of lumber, lath, and 
shingles, as distinct from the other manufactures of wood, and which 
are not under discussion in this brief, and reducing lath and shingles to 
board measure, the value of the 1907 lumber output, on the basis of $15 
per M feet, f. o. b. mills, was $630,735,000. As compared witl:t other 
commodities it is as follows: 

Value. 
Lumber products, 1907 ------------------------------ $630, 735, 000 
\>Vheat, 1908--------------------------------------- 546,827,000 
Cotton, 1901--------------------------------------- 640, 311,538 
"'ool, 1901---------------------------------------- 129,410,942 

I may add: Hay, $744,000,000; corn, $1,616,000,000. Hay is 
highly prot~cted in order to protect the farmers of the North­
west, and I am glad of it, though this adds to the cost of the hay 
the lumberman and coal operator of West Virginia buy. 

Mr. BACON. I wish to say to the Senator that the unpro­
tected article of cotton, which he has just mentioned, is worth 
more than $640,000,000. With its by-products-that is, the 
seed-it is $800,000,000. 
· Mr. ELKINS. Eight hundred million dollars. I accept that 
correction. The Senator is right. 

I will name the value of the crops of Minnesota, Nebraska, 
Kansas, North Dakota, and South Dakota for last year: 
Valzie of alL crops (inclucling corn, wheat, oats, barley, rve, bucku;heat, 

rice, and Kaffir corn) . 

.~:~i~~~:~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~:::::~ $:~~: ~i{: ~~~ 
North Dakota______________________________________ 53, 928, 010 
South Dakota-------------------------------------- 44,069, 331 

Total _______________________________________ 415,831,219 

These five States want free lumber. It is to their interest, in 
a local sense, to have lumber free; but shall we, who ha\e 
other · things to protect, vote this high protection for their 
-products and pay it out of our own pockets, while they vote 
against a duty on our products"? 
. Think of the annual products of lumber being one-third more 
,in value than the agricultural products of the five States I 
have named, all enjoying high protection ! 

l\fr. Sll\!MONS. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DrxoN in the chair). Does 

the Senator from West Virginia yield to the Senator from North 
Carolina? 
. Mr. ELKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. Sil\lMONS. I want to ask the Senator what were the 
figures as to the annual product of hay"? 

l\fr. ELKINS. Seven hundred and forty-four million dollars 
last year. 

1\Ir. SIMMONS. What is the amount of the protection? 
l\fr. ELKINS. Four dollars a ton. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Does Canada raise much hay? 
l\fr. ELKIKS. Yes, sir; she does; and she is a rival of all 

these State~. That is the reason they have the duty of $4 on 
a ton of hay. 

l\Ir. SIMMONS. I desire to state to the Senator that we 
buy pro..)ably one-third of all the hay we use in my State-and 
I think that is true of the South-from the West; and year 

before last I think . timothy hay of .the West sold in the town 
in which I live for $26 a ton. 

l\fr. ELKINS. That is right. We ·buy hay from the North-' 
western States to supply the. horses used in the mines and the· 
lumber industries of my State and for use in the camps. · We 
are. glad to do it. There is no objection to it. But I can not 
concei"rn why that section is opposed to protecting our products 
modestly. Twelve per cent ad valorem is all we ask, and they 
get 20 per cent increase in addition to an existing high duty on 
all their products. 

The value of the following products applies to 1906: 
Coal at mouth of mine ______________________________ $513, 079, 809 
Lumber ___________________________________________ 621,15~388 

Petroleum_____________________________ $92, 444, 735 
Natural gas ------.-------------·-------- 46, 873, 932 

139,318, 667 
I said there was no trust or combination in lumber. I read 

from the House hearings. 
[Page 3183, Tarilf Hearings. From brief of D. Et Skinner and others 

representing the Pacific coast lumber and timber interests and 
190,000 wage-earners.] · 
DIVERSITY OF INTEREST MAKES LUllIBER COMBINATIO~S IMPOSSIBLE. 

Combinations or trusts are only po~sible where the raw material 
entering into an article can be controlled. In the case of the lumber 
business of the United States this is an impossibility, for the sufficient 
reason that the number of firms, corporations, and individuals engaged 
in the manufacturP. of lumber aggregated, according to the last census, 
in excess of 43,000, and the number of sawmills aggregated 28,850. 
Just stop and analyze for a moment the utter absurdity of attempting 
to bring into anything like a combination 43,000 men, representing 
28,500 different mills. The average man who has ever tried to get even 
his neighbor in the same line of trade to act with him in any ll!gitimate 
form of policy or respect fair trade ethics will realize at once the weak­
ness of this statement regarding combinations among lumbermen. So 
much for the producer of lumber. 

Distribution of mills. 
There are 28,850 saw and shingle mills in the United States, accord­

ing to the United States Census and Forest Service Bulletin " Forest 
Products, No. 2," issued November 18, 1908. These are as follows: 
New York - ---------------------------------------------- 2,185 

~~~r~yb~~~rna::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::======= i:~~~ 
Virginia------------------------------------------------- 1,652 

fi~~~:!e====~=========================================== t:i~~ West Virginia_·------------------------------------------- 1, 044 

~~~~i;_g~~~============================================== 1.g~g 
OhiO-----~---------------------------------------------~ 987 
Maine----------------~---------------------------------- 927 
M~souri ----~------------------------------------------- 916 

~l~e~~;i================================================ ~g~ 

~~~~~~~~====================-========================== ~~~ Texas-----------------------~-~------------------------ 673 

~~~~~nt-=======:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~===:::: ~1~ 
~;:isfa~P~~~~~=========================================~ git Massachusetts __________________ :_________________________ 518 
Illinois-------------------------------------------------- 499 Minnesota_______________________________________________ 429 
South Carolina------------------------------------------- 365 
California----------------------------------------------- 321 
Florida ------------------------------------------------- 302 
Idaho--------------------------------------------------- 247 

g~~~<:J~c~~:::::::::::::=·=::::::=:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~g 
~~'iit~~~s~~=======::::::::::.==::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~g 
Oklahoma ----------------------------------------------- 12!) 
Delaware------------------------------------------------ 106 
Iowa---------------------------------------------------- 100 
Utah---------------------------------------------------- 0 

~~~~i~~ofi::=============================::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~ 
New ~:Iexico --------------------------------------------- 52 
Rhode Island -------------------------------------------- 41 
Arizona------------------------------------------------~ 12 
All other States------------------------------------------ 6 

Total------------------------.!.-------------------- 28,850 
The foregoing proves that the lumber-manufacturing industry is in so 

many hands that its control by a trust is impossible. 
The production of these mills in 1907 amounted to 40,256 154,000 

feet of luinber, 3,663,602,000 laths, and 11,824,475,000 shingies. At 
the present time this product bears 12 per cent duty, which is prac­
tically a revenue-producing duty and not a protective tariff, and hence 
should not be reduced. 

AS IT AFFECTS THE PACIFIC COAST. 
The ·output of the Pacific coast States during the year 1907 was as 

follows: 

State. 

Washington _________ . _____ -- · 
Oregon ______________________ _ 
California_---- _____ ________ _ 
Idaho __________ ------___ -----
Montana- - --- - --- - --. - - - -- - - --

Number 
mills. 

1,309 
644 
321 
247 
130 

Lumber. 

Feet. 
3, 777,606,000 
1,635,563 ,000 
1,345,943,000 

513' 788 '000 
343' 814. 000 

Lath. 

Pieces. 
430,791,000 
281,000,000 
90,000,000 
65,000,000 
10,000,000 

Shingles. 

Pieces. 
6, 886, 542, 000 

300' 000' ()()() 
707 ,421,000 

TotaL ___________ , _____ . --2-,-651_ ,_7,-6-16-,-71-4-,000-1 876,'i91,000 7,893:-00S,ooo 
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The estimated amount of stumpage in these States is 1,400,000,000,000 

feet, wt ich at the pn~sent rate of output would require ninety-three 
years to exhaust. In other words, owing to the rapid growth of 
timber on the Pacific coast, another crop of timber will be ready for 
harvest before the present crop is garnered. In fact, there are lo­
calities in tbe State of Washington where a second crop is now being 
cut, the firs t being harvested in 1853. It may also be stated that the 
standing timber has been greatly underestimated. It is safe to say 
that the standing timbe1· on the Pacific coast is nearer 1,400,000,000,000 
feet than 800,000,000,000 feet. 

There is a second crop of timber coming on in a great many 
of the Pacific State~, also in other States. 

There are many reasons why Canada can undersell the United 
States. Taxation is one; transportation is another; lower wages 
another. The excessive taxation of American mills and ·Ameri­
can lands helps the Canadian producer. One can go to Canada 
and get a lease, according to the House hearings, and pay rental~ 
and when he stops cutting, that is the end of the business. 
When Americans owning lands stop cutting, they own the lands 
and have to continue paying taxes. 

Mr. President, there is another feature about Canadian lum­
ber. l\Iuch of it reaches the United States by water. From the 
Georgian Bay country, through the streams and rivers flowing 
into Lake Superior, they can bring down the lumber for $1.75 
a ·thousand and reach all the great markets, whereas· we pay 
from $10 to $12 by rail when it is moved within 800 or 900 
miles of Chicago and other cities on the Lakes and from the 
South or the Pacific coast. 
- The amount of lumber imported into this country from 
Canada has increased extensiyely both in volume and value 
per thousand feet, as the table below will show: 

Impor tati ons of lumber froni Oanada. 

Year. 

1892 __ - -- -- ----- - -- ---- --- - --- - - ------ ---- - --- -
1893 __ - - - - - -- -- - - -- --- - - - - - - -- ---- ---- ---- -----
18[)-!_ - ---- - - -- - ---- - -- - --- - - -- - ------- - --- - - -- -
1895_ ---------------- --------------------- -----
1896 __ - - - - - - -- --- -- ---- - - - - -- - --- ---- - ---- - ----
1897 _ - - -- - - ---- --- ---- --- - - -- ---- ---- ----- ---- -
1898 ________ - - ---------- --- ---------------- -- - -
1899_ - ---- ---- --- -- ------ -- -- -- --- ------------ -
1900 __ ---- - ---- ---- --- -- ---- - - ---- -- -- -- -- - - -- -
1901_ - -- - - ---- ------- -- --- - --- --- -- ------------
1902 _______ - -------------- ---------------- - - - -
1903 __ - -- -- -- -- --- ------- - -- --- ---- ---- - - - - -- - -
190L _____ ---- - ---- __ --- ______ -----------------
1905- - - - - - - ------------------------------ ----- -
,190()_ - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - -- - - -- - - -- - - -- - - --- -
1907-- - - -- - ------ -- ------ - - - - - --- - --- - --- ------
190!L _ - --- - --- ----- -- - --- - - - - - - --- - -- - - -- - -----

Feet. 

663' 226 '000 
742,351,000 
514,461,000 
600. 790' 000 
786. 001, 000 
883. 770. 000 
353' 13-!, 000 

. 423,720,000 
680' 069. 000 
490,570,000 
664,751,000 
719,135,000 
586' 459 '000 
705,396,000 
944,275,000 
924, 863' 000 
782' 789' 000 

Value. 

$7,540,700 
8,217,331 
6,134,204 
6,859,<Yi8 
8,503,641 
9,073,312 
3,499,569 
4,186,664 
7,464,208 
6,343,826 
9,288,970 

10,569,066 
8,744,393 

10,726,273 
14,59-2,634 
15,867,631 
14,989,179 

Per thou­
sand. 

$11.37 
11.06 
11.92 
11.41 
10.82 
10.26 
9.91 
9.88 

10.27 
' 12.93 
13.88 
14.69 
H.91 
15.20 
15.45 
17.15 
19.14 

There has been an increase in wages. I want to give the figures: 
Ootnparntiv e average ·wages paid by pi ne saw mi lls of Wisconsin, M i nne-

sota, and M i chigan. - . 

189.5. 1898. 1900. 1902. 1904. 1906. 1008. 
-------------

Foremen ___________ ---- -_ -- --- _ $3.19 $3.85 $4.50 $5.00 $6.00 $7.00 $6.50 
Millwrights-------------------- 2.55 2 .88 3.50 3.75 3.80 4.00 3.25 
Engineers ___ ---- __ -- -- -- -- -- --- 2.55 2.80 3.50 3.50 4.00 4.50 4.00 Sawyers _________________ _____ . 3.50 4.50 5.25 5.!iO 6.00 6.50 6.00 
Setters ______ ----------- __ ------ 2.25 2.50 2.75 2.80 2.85 2.90 2.75 Edger men ___ __________________ 2.25 2.50 2.75 2.80 2.85 2.90 2.75 ·Trim.mer men _____________ _____ 2.00 2.!iO 2.60 2.60 2.75 2.80 2.!iO 
Graders _______ -----___________ -· 2.25 2.50 3.00 3.00 3.25 3.25 2.!iO Tallymen _______ ------- _________ 2.00 2.25 2.25 2.40 2.50 2.60 2.25 
Pilers ___ -----_ ------------------ 1.55 1.75 1.90 2.00 2.15 2.25 2.15 
Blacksmiths __________ ---------- 2.00 2.50 3.00 3.00 3.oa 3.25 2.7.> 
Laborers __ --- ------- ___________ 1.25 1.75 1.80 1.85 1.90 2.00 1.75 Sorters ____________________ ____ 1.!iO 1.80 1.90 2.00 2.25 2.50 1.95 Boom men _______________ _: ______ 1.50 1.65 2.00 2.15 2.25 2.50 2.25 

Lumber has increased from 30 to 60 per cent in the li;ist ten 
years, I admit, but wages in the lumber industry in the United 

'States have increased much more. · 
Here is a comparison of wages in Canada and the Pacific 

coast States: 
WAGES. 

Brief of D. El Skinner et al., representing Pacific coast lumber 
interests before the Ways and 1\Ieans Committee of the House. 

Oompan son of •wages, Oanada and Pacific coast .Stat.es. 
Following are average dally wages on Puget Sound, in the State of 

Washington, and in western British Columbia: 

Puget British 
Sound. Columbia. 

Circular sawyers-------- ------------------- ----------------- $4. 77 $4.00 
Edger men_____________________________________ 3.01 3.00 
Setters ___________ _ --- -------- -- ---- -- ----- ----------------- 2. 71 2. 75 
Circular filers __ -------_------ -------- ------ ---- ------- ------- 4.80 4.00 
Planer foreman---------------------- -----------------------· 3.63 3.75 
Planer bands------------------------------------------------ 2.28 2.00 

· Tallymen ___ ----- -- ---- - _ ----- ----- ------ ------ _ ----- __ ----- _ 2.66 2.25 
Engineers--------------------------------- ----- -- --- -- ---- --- 3.20 3.!iO 
Firemen _______ ----- -- --------------------------------------- · 2.40 2.00 
Common labor (whUc>------------------------------------- · 1.97 1.85 

Average __ ------- -- --- -- _ ------- ------ __ ----- -------- ___ i--_,3,__..,..14- i-----,-2-. 9-1 

· Oriental°common labor in British Columbia, 80 cents to $1.50. 

. In a mlll cutting 100,000 feet of lumber per day 25 men are skilled 
and 75 unskilled. On the basis of white labor the British Columbia 
lumber manufacturer still · has the advantage in the cost of labor over 
his American competitor. . In the case of oriental labor, which pre­
dominates in British Columbia saw and shingle mills, the advantage is 
pronounced. The wages of the 75 Orientals, at an average of $1.15 
per day, would be $86.25, while the wages of 75 American unskilled 
laborers would be $169.75. It will be conceded, perhaps, that t his item 
alone would enable the British Columbia lumber manufacturer to under­
sell his American competitor, provided the duty be removed. 

The foregoing statement of wages for Puget Sound was compiled 
from reports received from over 100 sawmills. The British Columbia 
statement is from the Reliable Labor Agency, of Vancouver, British 
Columbia, and is included in Exhibit B. (See Exhibit B.) Covering 
the cost of labor in e11stern British Columbia-a section covered in the 
testimony of l'lfr. Lynch-the affidavit of Mr. F. D. Becker, of Seattle, 
Wash., may throw some light. '!'his is included in Exhibit C. 

I have here a statement showing the difference in wages 
paid in l\faine and Canada, right across the border, and it is 
30 to 40 per cent higher in l\Iaine than Canada. I will insert 
this also: · 
Coi. Albert Olarkc, of Boston, Mass., furn ishes statement of Oanadian 

and Maine Zumbe1· labor cost. 

Hon. SERENO ffi. PAYNE, 
DECEYBER 7, 1908. 

Chairman Oommi ttee on Ways and J.leans, 
Washington, D. a. 

Srn: In my statement of Friday evening, November 20, I promised 
to furnish figures of the wages in lumber mills and forests in the 
State of Maine and in Canada. In compliance therewith I give fig­
ures furnished to ·me by Mr. James W. Parker, treasurer of the St. 
John Lumber Comllany, of Portland, Me., and. a table of the wages of 
similar employees m the Province of Quebec and in the mllls of J. R. 
Booth, of Ottawa, Ontario. 
In Maine: 

Setters---------------------------------------- $2.50 
Doggers --------------------------------------- 2.00 
Sawyers------------------~-------------------- 5.50 

~~:tie:i~n -19.l>or-=.-=..--~-=.-=.-=.-=.-=.-=.-=.-=.-=.-=.-=.-=.-=.-=.-=.-=.-=.-=.-=.-=.-=.-=.-=.-=.-=.-=.-=.-=.-=.-=.-: i. 50 to¥: ~g 
Carpenters------------------------------------- 2.00 
Teamsters · ------------------------------------- 1. 75 
Filers ----------------------------------------- 4. 00 to 6. 00 

In Canada: 
Setters---------------------------------------- · 1.50 
Carriage riders---------------------------------- 1. 25 
Sawyers --------------------------------------- 1. 75 to 2. 00 

~g:fi'iii~n -1a:J)Or--================================= 
1

: ~8 i~ 1: ~~ 
Carpenters ------------------------------------ 1. 00 Horse teamsters________________________________ . 90 
Filers ----------------------------------------- 1. 75 to 2. 00 

In Maine the wages paid in the woods in the winter of 1907-8 were 
$26 to $35 per month and board-the $35 being paid to teamsters and 
choppers. Wages are lower this winter, because so much labor is out 
of work. They range from $24 to $30. . 

In Canada the wages in the woods ranged from $.8 to $18 per month 
and board during the winter of 1897. 

As to the cost of the lumber in building a house, Senators 
speak as if lumber were nearly all the cost that goes into a 
house. It is but a small percentage of the cost of a house. I 
have two exhibits here, taken from the hearings in the House, 
in which lumber was $821, including everything, in a house 
costing $9,000; $637 in a house that cost $4,564. 

EXHIBIT 1.-JULY, 1908. 
Estimated cost of six-apartment building, Benton street, Portland, 

Oreg.: 
Excavating and concrete _______________________________ _ 

·~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
Mill work ( 90 per cent labor) ___________________________ _ 

~~~~~~~~;~~~ii~~;;;;;;~:::~;;;:~:::;;;~~;;;~;~ 
Lumber, 48,000 feet-----------------------------------­
Carpenter work ----------------------------------------

Total-------------------------------------------

EXHIBIT 2.-AUGUST, 1907. 

$195.00 
1,320.00 

398.00 
582.00 
15.8. 00 
88.00 

138.00 
982.00 

. 198. 60 
· 11. 30 

8.00 
182.00 
197.00 

94.00 
1,383.00 

624.90 
1,872.00 

9, ()31. 80 

Estimated cost of eight-room residence, East Seventh and Broadway 
streets, Portland, Oreg. : 

J f~~!~~~~~~·=~'f~;;~-~:~;-;-;-:;-;-;~~~~~~~=~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
Millwork (90 per cent labor ) ____________________________ _ 
Electrical work _________ _______________________________ _ 
Tin work _____________________________________________ _ 
Heating plant__-------- ----------------------- ________ _ 
Hardwar~ pape~ and nai~------------------------------Permit, insurance, and cartage ____ ______________________ _ 
Shingles, 22,000 _______________________________________ _ 
Tile work----------- -------·---------------------------
Window and door frames- - --.------------- --------------­
Lumber, 28.000 feet-------------- - ----- - --------------­
Carpenter work----------------------------------------

$420.00 
430. 00 
470.00 
235.00 
53:5. 00 

65. 00 
80. 00 

480 . 00 
95. 00 
16.00 
63. 80 
85.00 
56.00 

518.50 
1,015.00 

Total--------------------------------------~---- 4,56L30 

-- .... 
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From this it appears the cost of lamber in building a house is 
only from 8 to 12 per cent. 

There is another thing whirh must be considered. There are 
substit utes for lumber-glass and cement are being used exten­
sively. Cement is protected 25! per cent, and a good many con­
crete houses are going up. In the mining regions of West Vir­
ginia, we have had under consideration, and serious consideration, 
the question whether we would net take cement and glass and 
make. a durable house, and in the end it would be cheape1~ than 
malting it out of lumber. 

Tlie. effect of removing the duty, according to the hearings of 
the House, would be most disastrous. I will ask that the 
following extract from these hearings be inserted as part of my 
remarks.: 

The removal or the material reduction of the existing tariff would 
only enable those who operate under Canadian timber licenses to. flood 
the American ma rkets with their low-grade product to the detriment 
of both American labor and employers; without benefiting the average 
consumer, who would be obliged to pay as much for the ordinary grades 
of lumber he purchases as he does at present. 

It would prevent the American manufacturer from utilizing the raw 
product to as close an extent as he now does ; hence would Iner.ease the 
waste in our forests. It would hasten the destruction of the Canadian 
forests and would reduce the revenue of' om Government. 

The wages paid fn the. Pacific States only last year were 
$127,000~000. and those are the Slates which would be most 
seriously aff eeted. · 

.Another argument for free lumber is, it would help the con­
serya ti on of the timber in our forests. In taking this position 
Senators insist that we put the burden of conservation on the 
individual. by denying him protection, when the State ought to 
bear the burden of conservation. All States, all governments, 
should reforest and con erve theil! natural products ancl should 
pay the expense out of the treasury and not punish the: indi­
vidual by imposing the burden on him. Now, are we te· make 
the industry unprofitable in order to conserve the forests? 
Suppose that were to apply to everything else. But tile moment 
you make the lumber industry unp~ofit~ble for the p~ose of 
conservation or any other purpose. it will be a.bandonect.. But 
why single out one industry? This theory or argument simply 
means confiscation. ,, 

.Ur .. Presidentr England is about to adopt a policy of ref0r-esta­
tion. The Government proposes to select 9,000,000 acres for 
this purpose~ The present chancellor of the British exchequer. 
Mr. Lloyd George, has approved of a plan which wiH involve 
the expenditure of about £400.000;000. but a.t the end of a cer­
tain number of years. I think eighty years, the Government 
will get back £562,000,000. This will give employment. if ear-
ried out. to 200,000 p~sons. . 

Germany gives employment, I believe; to 200.000 people- in 
restoring her forests. She· does not put the expense of conserva­
tion on the individual, put on the Government. I will' ask to 
insert in the RECORD an editorial on this subject from the Wash­
ington Post. 

The editorial referred to is in part as follows: 
A ROYAL. COMMISSION. 

It recommends the carry ing out of a national scheme of. afforestation, 
the acquiring by the state of 9,000,000 acres of land for that purpose, 
nnd the planting of ;L50,000 acres yearly,_ the total outlay at the end of 
u rotation.. term of ~115hty years bemg e~~ted at £400,090,900.. As a 
set-off to this prodigious outlay,. the opm10n of the comm1ss1on is that 
the value of the property would in the eighty-first yea1· be £562',075,000. 
The reason given by the commission for dealing annually with 01;le-six­
t1eth instead of one-eightieth of the land to be planted on a rotation of 
eighty years is that " the ' unemP,loyed' problem is so insistent on receiv­
ing public attention as to justify some departure from the theoretical 
idea1 "-a statement which is in itself highly significant. 

Whatever muy be thought of the budget proposals of. the present 
chancellor of the British exchequer, Mr. Lloyd George-and some of 
them are · sensational, if not revolutionary-it is to his credit that, 
though faced by a deficit of £15,762,000 and by an unprecedentedly 
heavy naval expenditure, at which, in his own words, the taxpayers 
will absolutely shudder, he has yet had the courage to grapple with 
this problem and to propose a remedy. He does not, it is true, go the 
whole way with the royal commission; but at least he has made a 
beginning. · 

'Under his. scheme, as outlined in his five-hour speech,. the resources of 
the country are to be systematically developed. reafforestation ls to be 
promoted by a tax out of public funds, and a new forestry department is 
to be created for the United Kingdom. The figures he employed' make 
out an unanswerable case. In German~, out of a total area of 133,000,000 
acres 34 000 000 or about 25 per cent, are- wooded ; in France, out of 
130,000,000 acres, the percentage is l '( ; !-n Belgiu!D, ~u~ of 7,208,00.0 
acres the figure is a lso 17 per cent; while m the Umted Krngdom, out of 
77 oo'o 000 acres, only 3,000,000, or 4 per cent, are urrder wood.. In Ger­
many 'tn 1906 £8 000,000 were paid annually in salaries for the forma­
tion adlilinisti·ation, and preservation of forests, representing the main­
t enance of about 200,000 families, or about 1,000,000 souls; and in 

.working up the raw material yielded by the forests wages were earned 
annually to the amount of £30,000,000, maintaining about 600,0001 fami­
lies or 3 000 000 souls. In the United Kingdom, on the other hand, the 
number of people directly employed in forest work is only 16,000. The 
contrast is so striking as to need no comment. The proceedings of the 
forestry department of Great Britain and Ireland will be followed every­
where. with the greatest interest. 

Statistics show the following interesting facts: 
Lumber- and lumber products : 

~a;~ ~iicf~~~~~.::.::::::::=:::::::::::::::::::: $~~g:i~i:&i& 
Wage-earners' share ----·--------------Per cent__ 32 
Average duty, Senate bilL _______________ do____ 5- 6 

Can any other sclledule in the pending bill make any such 
showing, wages 32 per cent, while the duty is 5 to 6 per cent? 
The duty is generally much larger than wages. 

Mr. President. all that I ask is that in this national policy 
of protection West ·virginia and the South have a fair show. 
We are already in the low-duty class and we are satisfied 
to remain there. We do not want our products to be put on 
the free list nor the duties :reduced. They ought not to be re­
duced in fairness. I appeal to a Republican Senate and a Con­
gress committed to protection, for fairness and justice in the 
framing of a tariff bill so far as the leading products of West 
Virginia are concerned. 

Mr. SCOTT- l\ir. President, I merely desire to add a word 
to what my colleague has said, and very ably said, indeed, in 
regard to the South. 

I. am sorry there are not a few more of my Republican col· 
leagues in the Senate Chamber. I desired to call their atten­
tion to the fact that in the dark days of the civil war, when a 
certain portion of the country was trying to make it appear 
that the war was a failure, when that great and good man, 
one of the greatest, I think, that the world has ever produced • 
President Lineoln. was almost ready to throw up his hand in 
despair. when gold was at a great pren;iium, when a~ ~lection was 
to be held in the fall, it was thought m all probability that the 
next Congress of the United tates would be Democratic and 
that the policy of the counh-y and the poliey of Pre ident 
Lincoln would not be upheld for the lack of means to supl)ort 
the army; that it was the border Southern States which came to 
the rescu~ and upheld the hands of President Lincoln and made 
it possible for him to carry that war to a successful termination. 
Notwithstanding that many of the great Republican States like 
Massachusetts, New York, and Pennsylrnnia failed to elect a 
united Republican delegation then, the States of Delaware and 
Maryland, the States of West Virginia, Kentuck~" and Misso~i 
sent enough Republican Members to Congress m that election 
to save this country fr0m the disgrace of ha-vi.Ilg to ask the 
soldiers of the Republic who were offering up their lives to go 
without their pay and of having the war declared a failure. 

Mr. President, we of the border' States ask for nothing more 
than we are willing to give to any other State in this Union. 
I am willing to vote fo:r a tariff that is fair and right to every 
section of the country, whether we produce any of the articles 
in my State or in the Southland. The· southern people are not 
selfish· they are a generous people; they are wu.rm-hearted; 
and th~y only ask for themsel-ves what they are willing to give 
to others. · I hope when it comes to lumber, coal, and oil. and 
when it comes to other articles for which we are asking only 
a fair protection in the great bill that is before the Senate, ~e 
South, not particularly West Virginia, but the entire South, will 
be taken care of; and I predict. as I did a few days ago, that 
the time is not far distant when the greatest protectionist , the 
most earnest advocates of the principle of protection, will come 
from the so-called " Southern States." I ask in fairness and 
candor, and, as I stated before, on the same line that we are 
willing to give to others, to the farmer. and to the mechuni~, 
and to the luborer, that the same measure may be meted out 
to us. 

I ask the chairman in charge of the bill if it is in order to 
offer an amendment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is an amendment pending to the 
paragraph. 

Mr. SCOTT. While I have the floor, I wish to call the atten­
tion of the Senate to the fact that brier wood, laurel, and such 
like woods were put on the free list by the Senate committee. 
In the House there was a duty of 25 per cent placed on these 
woods. If the committee will restore to· the present bill the 25 
per cent rate that was in the House bill, we can go on in this 
country and make pipes. We have the wood and the laurel root 
growing along the entire length of the Allegheny Mountains. 
But owing to the competition of cheap German labor, that in­
dustry 1ia:s virtually gone out of existence. This [exhibiting] 
is a sample of the laurel root that is grown all along the Alle­
gheny Mountains. If the committee will restore the rate the 
House gave us, 25 per cent, we can build up in this country a 
great industry .in making the so-cal'l.ed "brier-root" or "laurel­
root" pipes. This [exhibiting] is an imported pipe, made fFom 
the wood of Italy or some other foreign country .. and I' hoid in 
my other hand [exhibiting] a pipe made out of laurel root and 
laurel wood in this country. Of course the wood of these- pipes 
is stained. We can malt-9 1ust as good pipes here. and it will 
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· build up an industry that will give employment to hundreds and 
thousands of men. Certainly that is in the line of the policy of 
protection. When the pending amendment is out of the road. I 
shall otier an amendment to restore the rate fixed by the House. 

l\fr. CLAPP. 1\fr. President, I would suggest the want of a 
quorum at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum has 
been suggested. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Sena tors 
answered to their names : 
Aldrich Cl app Frazier 
Bailey Clark, Wyo. Frye 
Bankhead Clay Guggenheim 
Beveridge Crane H eyblll'n 
Borah Crawford Hughes 
Bourne Cullom .Johnson, N. Dak. 
Brandegee Cummins .Jones 
Bristow Daniel Kean 
Brown Depew La Follette 
Bulkeley Diel{ Mcc umber 
Burkett Di llingham Money 
Burnham Dixon New lands 
Burrows E lkins Oliver 
Burton Fl etcher Overman 
Carter Flint Page 
Chamberlain Foster Paynter 

Penrose 
Perkins 
Piles 
Root 
Scott 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Taliaferro 
Tillman 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-three Senators having 
answered to their names, a quorun;i of the Senate is present. 

l\Ir. HEYBURN. l\Ir. President, I am actuated to speak upon 
this occasion only by the representation that at least one ques­
tion of prime importance affecting the lumber schedule will be 
voted upon before the schedule is laid aside. I am not fond 
of talking in anticipation of possible questions that may arise 
hereafter. I want to feel that there is an interest, or that I 
can create one, before I undertake to discuss questions of politi­
cal or economical importance. 

The lumber business is the second largest business in the 
United States. It interests more people than any other busi­
ness in the United States, because it interests every man, 
woman, and child '\vho has a home and who must be a con­
sumer of lumber. Homes are made of lumber. The great for­
ests were intended for a permanent protection to the human 
family from the discomforts of life. If I believed as the Sen­
ator from North Dakota [Mr. l\1cCuMBER] has expressed him­
self, I would be in mortal terror for fear that the human family 
would freeze to death at some time. But an industry that pro­
duces 7,000,000,000 feet of lumber west of the Rocky !\fountains 
is not to be lightly considered by those who live east of the 
Rocky l\Iountains. An industry that west of the Ilocky Moun­
tains has 3,000 sawmills in operation, of the minimum value of 
$60,000,000 in investment, is an industry entitled to the first 
consideration. An industry that pays $130,000,000 in wages 
every year in the United States for the support of the people 
of the East as well as the West is an industry not to be lightly 
considered. Of the $130,000,000 paid in wages west of the 
Rocky Mountains in the lumber business, two-thirds of it finds 
its way East. It goes to buy the cotton and the wool and the 
cloth and the furniture and utensils and everything that goes 
to make up the accumulated necessities of the household. It 
buys the product of your mines. In onr camp there is more 
than $6,000,000 in machinery, mined and forged and cast in 
the foundries and the mines of the East or the Middle West, 
and the East has been paid for it. The tools that are used in 

. these forests amount to · millions of dollars. They came from 
the East. We make none west of the Rocky Mountains. New 
England shoes that are worn come from the East. We make 
none of them west of the Rocky Mountains. I say this in order 
that we may not fail to comprehend that this is not a western 
question that can be divorced from the consideration of those 
questions that interest the East. Turn 130,000 men out of em­
ployment in the West, what effect does it have upon the pros­
perity of the East? They cease to buy your products; they 
cease to send to you their products; and you have to find two 
things-another market for your products and another place to 
buy your necessities. 

The Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] propounded the in­
terrogatory as to what is protection, and asked for a definition 
of it. I had it in mind, without interrupting the Senator at 
that time, to reply that protection is the imposition of those 
duties and conditions that put the foreign competitor under a 
strain in our market, and whetl;ler that strain is light or great 
is the question for consideration in adjusting these duties. No 
duty is protective that does not put the competitor under that 
handicap. It is based upon the same · principles that govern 
us in our household. We see to it in the household that the· 
family eats at the first table, and the casual stranger takes 
chances after the family is fed. That rule is just as old as 
the human race. It was the rule of the old patriarchs. In 

the early dawn of government the first government was the 
patriarchal form, where the head of it said: 

We will look first to the interest of the family, and then we will cast 
our vision abroad to include those next entitled to consideration. 

That is the rule of the American people. That is the rule of 
nations. That is the reason why the· Nation exists. Otherwise 
we need no Constitution; we need no geographical lines; we 
roam the world, as the Arab roams the desert, selecting to·day 
and to-morrow and at another time the choice of location. 

Mr. President, this Nation grew directly out of the necessity 
for the establishment of a protective tariff. As I said earlier 
in the discussion of this question, in a moment when I had the 
floor, the first necessity for the call of the convention that made · 
the Constitution grew out of a dispute as to the right of inter­
trade between Virginia and Maryland. They agreed to submit 
it to Alexander Hamilton, and he took it under consideration, 
in order that he might advise them. It resulted in the calling 
of a conyention. At the time the call was issued no one ever 
dreamed that they were going to make a Constitution at all. 
Not half the members went there with the knowledge that 
they were called together for the purpose of making a Constitu­
tion of the United States. The idea developed out of the neces­
sity that arose from the discussion of the question. It was a 
progressive necessity, becoming more imminent, more pressing, 
every day, until finally they said, "Well, the old foundation 
found in the Articles of Confederation is no longer sufficient; 
we must make a Constitution;" and they made it. 

I am not going to wander off into the field of history or remi­
niscence, except only to ask you to bear in mind that the best evi­
dence of the intention of men who act in an assembly is to be 
gathered from the acts of the men when the assembly is broken 
up. The Constitutional Convention, in making the Constitution, 
provided for the legislative branch of the Government and gave 
it its powers. What was the first thing that they did? The 
presumption is that the first thing they did was the thing of first 
necessity, in their judgment. They passed a protective tariff 
act and they named it in its title and specified in its text that 
it ~vas for the purpose of affording protection in the field of 
competition between this, then new, country, and the outside 
world. In other words, it for the first time spread the table for 
the American people. That bill was signed on the 4th of July 
by President Washington, and it was the first act of the First 
Congress of the United States. 

There is an indication of the intention and the purpose ex­
pressed by those who made the Government that it was bound 
to consider, and we can not disregard it. Had they told you 
otherwise at another time, you would have reproached them with 
the fact that we are going to take your a~t in judgment rather 
than your statement. They expressed the principle of a pro­
tective and discriminative tariff in that bill. They did not 
leave it to doubt. They enumerated, practically and substan­
tially, the same classes of items that we enumerate to-day. They 
enumerated the items that we are to-day considering with refer­
ence to their relation to the tariff question, as to whether their 
production involves a competitive idea or whether it is something 
that we may treat merely as a revenue-producing item, or 
whether it is something that should come in free. _ 

At that time the population was scattered sparsely along the 
Atlantic coast. When the Constitution was made that portion 
which constitutes the real Government of this country to-day 
territorially did not even belong to the United States. The 
people knew nothing of its resources or its possibilities as to its 
natural state or its future population. 

When I listened to the argument of the Senator from North 
Dakota I thought of an idea some writer gave me at one time 
by inquirmg what must have been the condition of Adam's mind 
when he first saw the sun go down; in other words, the idea -0f 
a man that as soon as reverses meet him feels that there is no 
possible redemption, no possible hereafter. He sees a man cut 
a tree, and he throws up his hands with horror and says, " The 
tree has gone; I shall never see it again; and what am I going 
to do for trees?" while right at his back and all around him 
nature is renewing herself with the seasons and with the decades 
and with the centuries-new geology, new growth of everything. 

I am not so constituted, and I doubt if there are many so 
constituted, as to lose faith in the ability of the God that gov­
erns, to perpetuate the great instruments of the universe in all 
of its branches. 

Why, the Senator complains that water runs downhill; he 
complains that the earth is washed from the cAgs of the moun­
tains into the valleys. He would rather have all the soil which 
constitutes the fertile valley of the Potomac River upon the 
mountain tops; he would rather have the soil of the Ohio, the 
Mississippi, the Platte, the Missouri, and the Arkansas valleys 
up at the head of the streams, in the crags of the mountains, 
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and the beds of those valleys e~posed ns they were when they ment should be paid from the receipts at the ports of the United 
were created; for those valleys grew,. and they were slower in States and that ev~ other source· of revenue that was to be 
growth than the great forests of which the Senator despairs so used, or -might be used, for that purpose was only to be used in 
much. History shows us the effect of this process at the mouth case of necessity; that the rule was tha t we were to collect the 
of the Tigris and the Euphrates rivers, which at one time de- moneys necessary to pay the a'J)enses in the ports. Because of 
bouched into the Persian Gulf, 50 miles above, and to-day that, and in order to clear the :financial deck, every State was 
are one river, with a new country as large as the State of Mas- deprived of that power, which is one of the few powers that the 
sachusetts. It did not exist in those old times when the patri- States were deprived of, so far as :financial or economical ques­
arch Abraham and his cotemporaries were wandering over that tions were concerned. The States were deprived of the power to 
country, a new country that came down from the mountains, levy any duty, because the Government realized the necessity of 
a storehouse laboratory, where nature makes her soil and fur- having no rival in that field for the collection of revenue. That 
nishes the great valleys and plains that constitute the great is the foundation principle of this Government. EYery presump­
fertile, producing States of the Union. Would you keep it tion is in favor of it, and none against it. Every presumption is 
up on the mountains? Right here, within a mile of the Union against raising revenue in any other way than by duties col­
Depot, you can !'lee, on a small scale, the thing of which the lected in the ports and internal revenues, which ar~ in the na- · 
Senator complains, transpiring right here under the shadow of ture of fines levied upon certain indush·ies within our own coun­
the Capitol-great gullies washed out of these mountains which, try. The States may do neither . . The Government has the sole 
when I first remember them, were fertile tobacco fields, and right. 
they are now abandoned farms being washed into gullies that, On these other mooted questions, the income tax and the in­
with their environments, correspond with the great rivers of the 1 heritance tax, the Government has no exclusive right at all. 
West; yet Congress, sitting within half an hour's ride of them, It reserves to itself no exclusive right to collect or .derive 
does not feel exercised over it. · revenne from those sources, but gave the right to the States to 

Why sbould we, in discussing this economic question relative enjoy that exercise, reserving to itself only that which every 
to the tariff, attempt to divert the minds of others by a discus- Government must reserve against the hour of direst need-the 
sion of these processes of nature that have been going on from right in the hour of necessity to resort to those means-and 
the beginning of time and will go on forever? Merely draw the Government should never resort to them except where it has 
the parallel between the things at home that we do not think it fj.rst exhausted the sources of revenue contemplated and pro­
worth while to give a moment's attention to and those things vided for by the Constitution of the United States. 
that, because they are far away, form the basis of very charm- · The reason that we ask the retention of the present duty 
ing fairy stories. on lumber is because under that law, with a knowledge of its 

.Mr. President, the question is, from a business standpoint, existence, with the presumption that the law will never be 
Shall we retain the existing duty on lumber? The solution of changed, which is a fair presumption in every case, we have 
that can only be found in a consideration of the relations which builded up a great industry, not for our own aggrandizement, 
the lumber industry to-day and to-morrow, viewed in the U ... ht but, primarily, in order to afford a livelihood for those who en­
of yesterday, and the judgment and wisdom that grows out or"' it, gage in it, and secondarily, to supply the demands of the coun­
may shed upon the question. Lumber in the State of Idaho of try with the necessary lumber. 
what I shall call the" standard grade "-and I shall discuss the We builded first, before we sent you any of it, the great cities 
question from that standpoint-costs us something like $25.50 a on the Pacific slope; we builded the great cities of Seattle, 
thousand on the cars at the market. I have heard much talk Tacoma, San Francisco, Portland, Spokane, and all that great 
here abont the cost of lumber. Sometimes it was .stated very line of cities. They took hundreds of thousands and millions 
high and sometimes very low, as it seemed to fit the circum- of feet of lumber to build them. 
stances-and I say that without any intention to reflect upon Mr. OULLOM. And Los Angeles. 
those who stated it-but I am speaking from the concrete situa~ M.r. HEYBURN. Yes; Los Angeles. Not only that, we built 
tion. the cities through Montana and some in the Dakotas with our 

Idaho-and I will take that State for a text-cuts about lumber. They could not, however, have builded them without 
60-0,000,000 feet of lumber every year. We have about 3,000 borrowing from a neighbor nation had it not been for our 
logging camps. We have $20,000.000 invested in plants. I production. Did you borrow it from a neighbor? To what 
mean by that the milling plants and the timber plants that cor- purpose? Would you transfer the wages represented by our 
respond to them. We pay $20,000,000 in wages in Idaho in the exports last year to Canada? When money goes abroad in that 
lumber business. We pay it to men who within thirty days way it never comes back; it never linds its way back into the 
have distributed it into the channels of industry. They have channels of American business or commerce. Would you have 
paid it to the grocer who bought his coffee from the man who sent the $1,825,000, represented by the Canadian lumber in 
bought it from the New York coffee house, who bought his flour wages that came in last year-and last -year was an off-year 
from the mill that ground the wheat of the Dakotas as well as product of something like $300,000,000-would you have sent 
of Idaho. They have spent it for the beef that comes to us those wages to Canada? 
sometimes from our own market and sometimes from Chicago; For what? To gain an advantage for the consumer of that 
they have spent it for clothing that was made in the South or lumber? You would gain none, because the foreign market 
in the North or in the East, and there you get your distribution is like a seesaw-you put another weight on our end of the 
of it. Shut it off, as you did in 1896, when I saw every mill board, and their end goes up higher; you take the weight off 
stand still for three years in that Northwest, and I saw the men of our end, ~d their end goes down lower; that is all. They 
who should have been employed and earning wages go into other do not allow any possible margin of profit to escape them. If 
fields of labor seeking wages, with the result only of depress~ they found that they had not competition in this country to 
ing wages, as competition always does. I saw them trans- hold them down with the tariff on it, they would raise their 
formed from consumers to men who neither produced nor con- prices. 
sumed. . They can cut lumber, in round figures, for a dollar a thou~ 

I have heard much of the consumer's interest here; that he sand less at any time in Canada than we can cut it; and in 
was to be considered. The only real, Simon Pure consumers I many parts of British Columbia they· can cut it for two dollars 
know are Members of Congress in the two Houses, because they and· a half less than we can. We have got to strike averages 
do not do much but consume. [Laughter.] I do not know what in making a bill of this kind, and I want the average to be high 
they could be credited with producing. Seriously speaking, how- enough to protect all classes; I want it to be high enough to 
ever, out in the great world the producer is a consumer, and the protect the man who can pretty near compete with them, and 
consumer is a producer. The men in our mines produce the ores I want it high enough to protect the man who can not compete 
and consume the fruits of the soil and of the loom in fair and with them at all except for the tariff. 
equal proportion. It may do for a stampede cry in a political Of course, there are some industries that thrive in this coun­
campaign to undertake to align the people in columns, and say, try, because of the especial circumstances that surround them, 
"this represents the consumers" and "that the producers," and without any duties at all. Take lead ores, for instance. I 
then attempt to antagonize them and have a battle royal. This, know of ores that need no duty, because of the peculiar rich 
however, is not a political campaign. This is going on in the and favorable conditions that surround them; but then we can 
Senate of the Unitea ·states. It is the performance of the duties not adjust our duties to individual cases of that kind; other­
of government which rest upon us. There ought to be no polit- wise we would drive out the people who really need protection. 
ical alignment upon these questions· of economics; but there is, So it is with the lumber schedule. One cent on the wrong side 
and the.re always will be. There was in the First Oongress, and of the balance sheet means bankruptcy as much as would a 
there will be in all future Congresses. dollar. It is a question of whether or not the enterprises can 

Mr. President, it was stated time and again in the convention live and pay their bills. A boarding-house keeper with a $12 
that di cussed the adoption of the Constitution that it was con- board bill can put them in the hands of a receiver as quickly 
templated from the beginning that the expenses of the Govern- as an overdrawn bank account. We have now in the hands 
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of a receiver one of the biggest lumber concerns that ever 
came to Idaho. When the panic came on they had a very 

· large stock of lumber on hand, and they could not carry it. 
Like other business men, of course, they carried a line of finan­
cial credit in order to sustain their great business. When the 
firurncial panic came, the banks were no longer open to them 
and they were thrown into the hands of a receiver, and are there 
to-day. They have one of the most magnificent plants in the 
United States, with every modern improvement and facility for 
making lumber. 

l\1r. President, I find the acoustic properties of this room are 
much better when there is a larger attendance, and I would 

· suggest that there is hardly enough to make a cushion for my 
voice. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The absence of a quorum 

being suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names: 
Aldrich Clark, Wyo. Gore 
Bacon Clay Guggenheim 
Bailey. Crane Hale 
Beveridge Crawford Heyburn 
Bourne Cullom Hughes 

Perkins 
Piles 
Rayner 
Root 
Scott 

Brandegee Cummins .Tohnson, N. Dak. 
Bristov Curtis Jones 

Smith, Md. 
Smith, Mieh. 
Smoot 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 

BrOW!l> Daniel Mc-Cumber 
Burkett Dillingham McEnery 
Burnham Elkins Money 
Burrnws Fletcher Nelson 
Burton Flint Oliver 
Carter Foster Overman 
Cha mberlain Frazier Page 
Clapp Frye Paynter 

The PRESIDEl\TT pro tempore. Fifty-sev-en Senators have 
answered to their names. There is a quorum present. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, it is not my intention, under 
the circumstances, to attempt to conclude my remarks upon 
this question this afternoon: I think it would be unprofitable 
and unwise to do so. I will, however, before yielding the floor 
call the attention of the Senate to some expressions of sentiment 
and statements of facts from Idaho on this question. I have 
a telegram here from the manager of the largest lumber mill 
in the world-and that is saying a great deal-dated April 23, 
addressed to myself in response to an inquiry for facts. He 
says: ~ 

Hon. w. B. HEYBURN, 
Washington, D. 0.: 

APRIL 23, 1909. 

About 20,000 men directly engaged in production of lumber in Idaho, 
with average wage $3.10 per Clay. 'l'here are many more indirectly de­
pendent on lumber operations. No oriental labor employed in lumbering 
in our State. 

WM. DEA.RY. 

William Deary is the manager of that company. 
I have a telegram from one of the most considerable railroad 

owners and operators and mill and lumber men in the United 
States-I do not mean in regard to railroads, but certainly 
one of the large operators in the Northwest, who has built whole 
lines of railroad there that are operating. He is interested in 
some of the largest lumbering enterprises in that country. This 
telegram is dated the 1st of May, and is addressed to myself. 

Senator W. B. HEYBURN, 
Washington, D. O.: 

SPOKANE, WASH., Mav 1, 1909. 

It will please me very much to have you do all you can to retain 
the present tari.Jr on lumber; the manufacturers are having all they 
can do to keep their mills going and employees at work under present 
conditions. If there is a deduction in tariff, matters will be in bad 
shape. 

F. A. BLACKWELL. · 

Here is another one I received yesterday from Sand Point. 
There are two very large plants at Sand Point, among the 
largest lumber plants of the country : 

Hon. W. B. HFJYBUilN, 
SA. -n POINT, IDAHO, May 20, 1909. 

Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 
Trust you will do everything possible to secure $2 duty on lumber. 

Lumber industry even under existing tariff is in a deplorable condition. 
. T. J. HU11llHRD. 

They are in the lumber business, and it means a great deal 
to this country that they are in the lumber business. If they 
"-ere not, then I am afraid the Senator from North Dakota 
and myself and others might have to go out and whipsaw our 
own lumber, as I have had to do in my life, in order to make a 
house to live in. I wonder if the Senator ever whipsawed any 
lumber? You take an 80-pound saw upon a scaffold, roll the log 
upon it, and there is one man up above and one man, down in 
the pit, and one man pulls the saw up and the other pulls it 
down, and the sawdust is thrown down the neck of the man 
underneath; and they keep that up. I have paid $120 a thou­
sand feet fo1· whipsawed lumber, and I have never begrudged 
the price, because I knew I would not want to saw it myself 

·for that amount. So we will not rep.roach a man because he 
has built a large modern mill and is supplying us with the. 
lumber for our houses free from bunl.ens of that kind. 

Another telegram from the Potlatch Company: 
About 20,000 men directly engaged. 

That is the telegram the confirmation of which I read. He 
revises his figures in that telegram. He says: 

Collective distribution of wages and supplies, $10,000,000. The other· 
figures stand. 

That is, the figures in this telegram stand. That is a correc­
tion of figures that were not consistent, and about which I 
further inquired. 

I have another telegram here to which that correction applies: 
Eight big mills cut, 1908, 264,000,000. Expect to cut 310,000,000, 

1909. Value said 8 plants1 $5,000,000. One hundred and twenty-two 
smaller plants cut approxUDately 250,000,000, 1908. Expect to cut 
1909, 350,000,000 feet. Value said plants, $12,000,000. 

That is, the value of these lesser plants. 
Working capital all mil1s-
That is, the mills enumerated here--

$20,000,000. Distribution wages: To laborers, $10,000,000 ; to farmers, 
supplies to feed men, $5,500,000. 

He merges those items because they deduct the supplies they 
furnish the men from the wages of the men. They pay them 
$3.10 a day, and charge them up with a reasonable amount for 
board, which is not complained of. 

To feed horses-
The stock employed in the hauling and dragging of these logs 

in the woods-
$3,000,000 annually. Reduc.tion transportation charges imperative, in· 
stead of tariff reduction, to reduce price lumber to consumers and still 
protect wage.earners and farmers of our State. 

I ha Te other telegrams here about the methods and the cost of 
dressing this lumber, tonguing and grooving it, and those other 
processes. When I take up the subject ngain I shall briefly 
treat of them. . 

I want to say right here that the charge, direct or implied, of 
vandalism in the forests has no foundation whatever. No man 
ever cut a tree for his own amusement, except, perhaps, that 
great English statesman, of whom it is said that he went out 
every morning and cut down a tree before breakfast. But men 
do not go to the frontier in those forests and cut trees for their 
own amusement They do not cut them unless somebody wants 
them cut, and is ready to buy them and make use of them. 
Lumber is not cut or manufactured to rot on the· ground. When 
it is cut and manufactured, it is done to build cities and towns 
and homes and barns and fences and railroads-to substitute 
civilization for the hollow silence that rested in that country 
and in those forests when I first knew them. 

Mr. President, I think I shall suspend for to-day when I have 
called attention to the fact that was referred to by the Senator 
from Minnesota and the Senator from North Dakota in regard 
to the great waste of lumber from fires. I felt somewhat curi· 
ous about that. We have in our State a fire-protection patrol 
and board which is part of the organization of the state govern­
ment. They have statistics, and those statisties somewhat sur­
prised me. I sent for them, and this is the response: 

In Idaho we have a fue patrol, covering the dry season in the timber, 
independent of the Forestry Service. It is maintained under the law 
o! the State. It covers the forests of north Idaho. 

I will say that tJiere are 20,000,000 acres of forest reserves in 
Idaho; so some of the little patches of timl>er land elsewhere 
would probably lose their importance when compared with those 
great fields. 

There n.re nine associations operating together-
That is, nine subdivisions of this forestry fire patrol-
The law provides that the state board o! land commissioners shall 

divide the State into fire districts, with due consideration as to the for­
est area. A chief fire warden is appointed by the board for each district, 
and ea.ch chief warden appoints as many deputies us are found necessary. 

This is the method of this State of "vandals" that you baye 
heard held up here by. the Forestry Service, which has asked you 
to provide protection against them, almost to incarcerate them, 
for fear they would desh·oy the timber on the public lands of the 
State they love so well, where they have made their homes. 
That is the way they organize. 

The wardens patrol the districts under orders of the chief warden 
during the fire season. 'l'he object is to detect the fires in their in­
cipient stage and put them out-

N ot to report on them to Washington, and telegraph for 
orders; but when tbey detect fires, it is their duty to put them 
out-
And when not able to handle them alone, to get help and control them. 
These wardens under the law are state app.ointees, and have police 
power to make arrests witbdut warrants, and can compel assistance to 
control the fire when required. 

Each member of the association-

.· 
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That is, each of these men that form the association­
is assessed on bis acreage-

His acreage of timber lands-
to pay tbe ·costs, and tbe State is assessed on tbe same basis. 

That is done because the State has large ownership of lands 
that are scattered all through these timber areas. 

Tbe officers o! the association are elected yearly, and serve without 
remuneration. . 

These are the " vandals " of Idaho ! 
Tbe associations forming this association during 1908 were as 

:tollows-

This is fill interesting column-
Tbe Coeur d'Alene Fire Association; 14 members, 23 patrolmen; 

358,060 acres ; cost- · 
This was cash paid out in the year 1908-

$26.548.98. 

That is the district in which I am so fortunate as to live. 
The Clearwater Association, whose territory adjoins this, has 

9 members, 27 patrolmen, and an acreage of 268,790 acres. Cost 
during 1908, $7 312.09. 

Adjoining that is the Potlatch Association. Number of mem­
bers, 10; patrolmen, 10; acreage, 314,068 acres; cost, $9,738.36. 

Pend d'Oreille: That is the one from which the telegram from 
Mr. Humbird came to-day. I a.m sorry I have not here, and I 
can not state them offhand, the figures which will enable me to 
give the investment in mills in that district. It is a good many 
millions of dollars. This is the Pend d'Oreille district. It has 
17 members-that is, there are 17 associations of lumbermen 
there that join together. It has 15 patrolmen, and covers 
300,840 acres. During the year 1908 it spent $8,870 in putting 
out these fires. 

To summarize, I will state that the fire associations that cover 
the timber lands of north Idaho expended, in 1908, $52,4G9.43 
in putting out fires; and they spent it out of their own pockets, 
because they are assessed according to their acreage to pay that 
money-these " vandals " of Idaho ! 

Thirty townships covered by tbe Coeur d'Alene Association are within 
tbe limits of the Coeur d'.A.lene and Palouse Forest Reserves, and are 
supposed to be protected by the Forestry Service o! tbe Government ; 
but a large item of the expense of tbe association is tbe care of this 
territory within tbe forest reservation. 

That is a nice story to read and reflect upon in view of what 
we have heard here about the necessity for the Forestry Service, 
with its chief telling the people in his annual report that we 
owe the safety of our timber lands and of the Government's 
property to the watchful care o\er the forest reserves of the 
Forestry Service. And yet we find the people in Idaho, at their 
own expense, putting out these fires and saving this timber. 
_ During tbe year 1908 tbe Clearwater Association handled 15 fires, 
built 2 miles of wagon road-

That is, this association that I have spoken of, that covers 
268,790 acres of land. They-

Handled 15 fires, built 2 miles o! wagon road, 19 miles of new trail, 
and opened up 40 miles of old trail. The fires in this district were 
started-

Bow do you suppose?­
by lightning. 

Every one of the 15 fires in that district last :rear was started 
by lightning. Yet we are told here with horror of the careless­
ness of the frontiersman and of the homeseeker in starting fires 
and burning up the Government's forest lands. Last year there 
were 15 fires in that district of over 250,000 acres, and e\ery 
one of them was started by lightning. 

I can appreciate this. I have lived in those mountains for 
more than a quarter of a century. I sat on my porch one 
evening about 5 o'clock and saw a bolt of lightning strike a den.d 
tree just across the gulch from me and set it on fire. It started 
a fire that it took hours to put out. When the lightning struck 
that tree, which was dead and partly rotten, it threw the 
fragments of the tree over an area of perhaps an acre. Each 
separate firebrand started a new fire for itself. On more than 
a dozen occasions in my experience in those great forests I haYe 
seen the lightning start the fires, and the poor prospector :rnd 
immigrant is charged with doing it. And yet every one of the 
fires in that district last year was started by lightning. 

In 1908 tbe Coeur d'Alene Association handled 80 fires­
Tha t is a neighboring one-

57 of which were controlled by the patrolmen alone. Fifty of these 
fires were started by lightning. 

I will tell you how the others were started directly. 
The Pend d'Oreille Association in 1908 handled 130 fires, 105 of 

which were handled by the patrolmen alone. ~ 
Very few o! tbe fires in this district were set by lightning, the rail­

road engines and section crews being tbe greater source o! danger. 
One·half of the limits of this association are within the Government's 

reserves and supposed to be adequately protected by the Forestry Serv­
ice, but the timber owners find it necessary to expend these large sums 
of money and at least three months of sleepless vigilance in order - to 
safeguard their own and tbe government property, for it is necessary 
for them to protect the property of others, in many cases, in order to 
protect their own. Much bas been said by and for the Government and 
its methods as to its endeavor to protect the forests from fire, but if 
its methods had been as faithful to fighting fi1·es in timber as they 
have been in fighting them in camp or the pre s of the country, tbe 
timber owners would not have to spend so much money in the forest 
reserves. As a sample of tbe efficiency-

! am taking this from the official report-
As a sample of the efficiency of the government patrol, there is here­

with included a portion of the Clearwater Association's report for tbe 
years 1905, 1906, 1907, and 1908 : 

" In 1905 there was fire on the reserve, which started at a point, 
French Mountain, in 36-6 E, and ran east 11 miles. This fire was 
approximately 11 miles long and 3 miles wide. During the year 1905 
we never had the pleasure o! seeing a forest ranger." 

The report of this association gives numerous instances similar to 
tbe above. · 

One of its members told me he saw the forestry ranger, sup­
posed to take charge of this question, and told him, at the forks 
of the St. Joe River, of the existence of the nre about 13 miles 
away, and he was about 10 miles from the nearest point where 
he could communicate with the outside world; and the forestry 
officer said: "I will go down and report it to Washington." 
The gentleman said he gathered up some men in the timber 
and went up, and he had been fighting· the fire three days and 
had it under control when the forestry officer came again, and 
he said he had been ordered to inspect and report the condition. 
That is the cooperation. 

But I am not here to indict the service. I am here only to 
give these official facts. . 

Mr. President, I think, with the permission of the Senate, I 
will suspend my remarks for the afternoon, with the privilege 
of resuming them when the Senate is again in ession and this 
paragraph is under consideration. I have dealt largely with 
the general and preliminary questions. I desire to present 
some specific facts controlling the question as to the advisabil­
ity of retaining the present duty . . 

Mr. l\fcCUMBER. . Mr. President, I understand the Senator 
in charge of the bill is desirous of an early adjournment this 
afternoon, and I will take not to exceed five minutes in reply­
ing very briefly to some of the arguments that have been given 
here in defense of the retention of the duty upon the lumber 
imported into this country. 

l\fr. President, I have not heard one single, solitary statement 
here to show that a reduction of tariff on lumber would de­
stroy the business of a single mill in the United States. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will give you some. 
Mr. McCUMBER. I have heard the argument that the lum­

ber interest is not doing so well to-day as it was a year ago, or 
prior to the little financial flurry that we had in 1907. I have 
not heard any argument that demonstrates that a reduction of 
the tariff will necessarily reduce the price of lumber, and I 
think I have established clearly by the figures I have given that 
it will not reduce the price; that all we can hope for it is that it 
will prevent the price from mounting too high and too rapidly. 

Mr. President, the Senator from West Virginia [l\Ir. ELKINS], 
who is not in his seat, adduced two or three aro-uments in fa\or 
of the retention of the present duty. But when you simmer 
them down and get at the foundation of them, the onJy argu­
ments that he made were that inasmuch as I have been in 
favor of placing a duty upon the farm products of my State, 
therefore he should have a duty upon the products of his State, 
and especially upon lumber and iron and coal and oil. 
· I have never been laboring under the idea that this was the 
rule by which we determined whether or not an article should 
go upon the dutiable list. I supposed we took into consideration, 
first, whether the article itself needed protection and, second, 
whether the protection was for the best interests of the Ameri­
can people; and if it can be established to my satisfaction, 
first, that the lumber industry does need the protection; sec­
ondly, that that protection would ultimately result in benefits 
to the American people, not immediately, not to-day, but at 
least for a few years in the future, I should certainly \ote for 
a protective duty. 

I can see a vast difference between those articles which we 
produce month after month reproduced again and again, and 
which we can go on producing indefinitely without exhausting 
anything, and those articles the supply of which, in the very 
nature of things, can not last more than a ;ery few years-re­
sources which we should retain for the best interests of the 
American people just as long as it is possible to retain them. 

Mr. President, the Senator from West Virginia constantly al­
luded to the higher prices of farm products, and again and again 
he stated, substantially, that I was satisfied so long as beef kept 
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ad-vancing, -so long as the price of agricultural _products kept · ·sluub left that you might cling to to help you in ascending 
adY.ancing, .although -his people might 'be star;r'lng -for those a.rti- it Yet we are told that the-y are .still reforesting. 
cle ; that I haa. no heart for them. · Mr. President, ·the ·$4,000,000 appropriated by Congress last 

-Jt is probably proper to diverge for just one moment at this year to reforest what was destr·oyed is an answer to-the claim 
time and analyze honestly and fairly the condition of the Amer- that we are reforesting .about as rapidly as we are deforesting 
ican farmer, and I do not ca.re whether it is .on the -plains of the country. 
the Dakota , 'in the hills and dales of Maine, or wherev.er it may I was going to tell the Senator from West Virginia IMr. 
be, nnd let us Eee whether we are reaping all the benefits ·of this ELKINS] _something about the cost of the production of "things 
tariff and whether the poor labo11ers ~n the mills :are suffering as upon the farm, when these .farmers and their wives and their 
the result. children are working sixteen hours _a day. The Senator from 

I want to tell the Senator from Idaho and the Senator from West Virginia forgets tb.a.t the farmer spends two-thirds of his 
,We t Virginia that erery article which is produced u_pon the w-0rking life before he is the owner of his farm: and before he 
farm to-day requires mor-e expended energy for the yalue -of the owns the capital which he invests in his business. Now, let us 
product than any other article produced on the American Conti- take any one of his p.reducts .as an illustration. Take the p.rod­
nent, .and I can establish that beyond any possibility of doubt. uct of wheat, that the .Senator is complaining about. As I have 
l\f.r. President, I cun appreciate the diffel'ence between the farmer said, two-thirds of the farmer's working life is given to hard 
who rises at 4 or 5 o'clock in the morning, keeps on with his labor before he earns and owns his farm. Then what? Ile 
work continuously until 9 or 10 o'clock at night, and the laborer must plow it and ihe must harrow it several times, and then he 
in the mines or mills of West Virginia, receiving his $3 or $4 or must seed it, .and then h~ must ca:re for it _prior to harvest, and 
$ti a day for ·eight hours of labor. I have compared the work then he must .han-.e t it, he must cut it, .he must bind it, he 
of the labor.e-1·s upon the great public :buildings with the labor must pick it up two or three times and put it back when the 
on our f.arms. Before the chime of the hour of 4 o'clock had wind scatters it oyer .the :field, he must set it out to dry when­
died ·upon the listening ear, I haT:e seen the uplifted hammer ever there ha.s been a heavy rain, he must then stack it, he must 
fall, with the nail half drirnn in its course, the hoisted mortar hire .bis men an-d thrash it, and .finally he must haul it to the 
dry in the hod, while the sun was still b.igh :in the heaTens. mill. That represents the farmer's labor upon that wheat. 

God lmows I want to .see the labor~r paid good ·wages for his We will suppose, -for instance, that he gets on an average, as 
ser\ices. if believe the be.st inteTests of this country -demand he has got lately out in my section of the countrs" say, 90 cents 
that the --value <>f labor .shall go .higher and higher as the -yea.rs a bushel for --that wheat. What becomes of it? It now leaves 
go on. l 'belie-.~ tha..t the Yery best interests of this country his hands. Then there is the expense of transporting it to the 
will be subserved when the child of the laborer can :sit side by mill, which is .certainly not above 1-0 per cent; the grinding of 
side with the child of the owner of great mill.s in any of the it by the miller; the sending of it to the baker; and the baker 
gr_c.at uniiver ities of this country. I know it can not be dQDe in making it into bread and selling that bread for 5 cents a loaf. 
one moment· I know that the struggle-to reach that condition The baker receives .about $4 a bushel for that grain. The 
will require a great many years; bm I believe the time is com- farmer receives about 90 cents . . The amount of expended labor 
ing when labor will rea._p the legitimate proportion ·of the value upon that bushel of wheat by the farmer is four times the 
of the things it produces. But J -w.ant to s.ee my .farming -eom- amount of labor €x._pended upon it after it 1eav-es bis hands .and 
munity equally well served. is .converted into ·bread. Yet :by the time it lea·ves the baker it 

What is the farmer on the J_)lains of North Dakota and South is four times :as ilalual:>le as it :w.as when it left the hands of the 
Dakota and in :Maine doing when _your laborer here .stops work far-mer. · 
in your mills -at 4 o'clock in the .aft€rnoon? I can _s.ee him out I can give you another illu,,stration that will probably b.e still 
on the prairies, the beads of sweat trickling down his sunburnt more staTtling :than that. 
faee, with at least six or seven hours of hard labor to be accom- Mr. SCOTT. Mr. ?resident, will the .Senator allow me? iI 
plished before his tired limbs can rest. I want to _measure the do not want the Sena.tor to use up -all his energy in talking to 
value of the product of his labor with the vaJne of th-e labor of me. I believe it Wfill my colleague who had the colloquy with 
the constituents of the Senator from West Vir~inia, who has him. I have :spent as many .hard .days ·on a farm perhaps -as the 
accused me of wanting to injure his people for the benefit of my Senator from Nor.th Dakota. I kn.ow all about the hours of 
own. I can establish to the satisfaction of the Senator or any the farm.ei:. I h:rve put -the harness on horses -before daylight 
other man upon the face of the earth that we put in more hours and hitched llP before breakfast. I lmow all about it. The 
of labor, frrn times over, to produce a dollar's iWOrth of property Sen-ator need read me :no lecture 'about farming. 
than any laborer in any mill in his State. Mr. McCUl\-ffiER. I know the Senator knows all :about farm-

J\1r. HEYBURN. Mr. President-- ing. 1 xeferre..d, of course, to the .Senator's colleague, who was 
Mr. 1\fcCUMBEil. I yield to the Sen.a.tor. speaking 11pon this subject. 
l\Ir. HEYBUilN. I wish to make .a suggestion to the Senator But 1 want to give -you another illustration. Here is the 

from North Dakota as a further replyJ What is the .man think- farmer. Two-thirds of his life, I say, is spent in earning his 
ing about when he quits work in the lumber woods at the mill? farm at -the present priees i0f farm lands anywhere in the United 
He is just thinking, How -am I going to sell this product I am States. - He raises _a bushel of tomatoes, for instance. Let us 
working on, and who is going to ·buy it? make a ·little calculation on that. You will .find that he bas 

Mr. McCUMBER. I hnve gone over that matter. If I g.ot to -plow the land. He has then got to bru-row it. He has 
agreed with the Senator that the great forests of this country then got to plaht his ~eed. H.e has then got to sow it. He 
were inexhaustible, if I believed that all the government ex- has then. g-ot 1to water those vin~s. He must then k.eep the bugs 

off of them. He must then gather his tomatoes and then haul 
perts who have measured every a-ere of the timber land in this them to market from 1to10 miles. What does he get for them 
country w.ere falsifiers Gl' did not know anything .about the srtb- at some .seasons -of the year? , Sometimes :as low as 25 cents a 
ject, if I believed that we could raise, as the Senator from bushel. I ha"i"e known them to b-e that ch-eap. 
Idaho thinks, merchantable timber in ten or fifteen or twenty Now., I will follow that same 25--cent bushel of tomatoes 
years, if I believed that we were reforesting all -0f our vast ipto your restaurant right down here where the Senators take 
timber lands as rapifily as be believes we are doing, I probab1y their meals, and I will see what they pay for them then. It 
would be just as high a lumber protectionist as he is. But as I passes through the wholesai-el', possibly .also the retailer, to the 
tfa -vel from Minneapolis rto Duluth, a distance, I think, of .about r-estaurant. Let us see the rapid advance .in price the moment 
120 miles-is it not, I will ask the Senator from l\fin.ne-so-ta? other labor -0-perates u_pon them. You will pay 2:5 .cents for one 

Mr. NELSON. Yes. of those tomatoes ·d0wn here in the restaurant when it is sliced. 
1\lr. l\fcCUl\IBER. As .:far as I can see, where there was once There are about 300 tomatoes in a farmer's bushel, because 

one great pine forest we can see nothing but bm'Ilt stumps; they are always well heaped up and they are .good, honest 
and as I travel over that great State of Minnesota, which forty bushels. The farm-er gets 25 cents for that bushel. Then the 
years ago had one-third at least of its acreage in those mighty restaurant man gets 25 cents apiece, Qr $75, for that same 
forests, and now look upon 'it to-day, nearly ll of th~ t a black bushel ! 
burned, destroyed district, I ask the Senator from Idaho if b~ Th.a · 
can tell us where we have Te:forested that section nf the-'"'·-n-..-.~. t llS :iot all, Mr. President. If t_!1e farmer is well enough 

"" vv.._.__.__._.__._., off to -go mto that restaurant, he Will pay th-e value of 300 
I have gone through sections of Idaho. I have gone through tomatoes .for the privilege .of eating one that .he has raised. 
those valleys. I know .something about them. As yon look out ~d h.e wf".- not -stop there. :S:e will have to go int-0 'his pockets, 
from the train wi~dow upon the mountain side· you still ,see if he 1s gomg to tbe treated mcely, and giv-e the colored waiter 
the old black stumps, and you do not see anythin-g else: As I w~~ serves him a:n:othe~ quarter, another -300 tomatoes, fo.r 
went t~rough Oregon a few years ago I drove along one of the .sli-emg that one. Tilere is .a little illustration of the difference 
great rivers of that State and for miles and miles along the be'hveen -the v.alue -of his labor that is -put upon a given article 
valley, as I looked up the mountain sid€ ther.e was nothing before it leav-es the -fa.Tm and the ~alue of the labor that -0per­
but the same fire-deyastated districts. There was not ev~n a ates upon that product after it leayes the farmer's hands. 
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' So it is with every other product of the farm. I am not satis­
fied to allow anyone to say here that our farmers are getting 
rich and we are wanting to put things upon the free list so that 
we will grind down somebody else. I could tell the Senator 
from West Virginia, if he were here, that we raise more wheat 
than anything else in our State, and when he goes down to this 
same restaurant he does not pay a cent for his bread. It is so 
cheap that they give it away the same as they give away water. 
They do not e\en charge for the butter that goes on it that is 
raised by the farmer. There is the farmer's labor and bis 
product, the statt of life served in almost every restaurant in 
the United States absolutely free, because it is of such insig­
nificant value. 

I want to say, before I close, one word upon the taritts that 
are placed upon the farmer's products. If I can not demonsh·ate 
when we reach that schedule that every one of the products on 
which I have asked a tariff to be levied should be levied upon 
it, then I am willing that it should be reduced. 

But I know something about the conditions of the Northwest 
to-day. I know the growing conditions o! our Canadian border 
line for 2,000 miles. I know some of the conditions that will 
confront us before another ten years shall elapse, and I am 
going to guard the interests of those people for the next ten 
years. Why? Because before the expiration o! that time we 
will not be exporting one bushel of wheat from the United 
States. Then we will hal'e the direct benefit of that tariff. I 
know how we are going to be received on the other side of this 
question just as soon as that condition arises. Then the cry 
will go up over this country for free food. I know what the 
farmers, who have stood by you during years of hardship to 
build up your industries, will meet, because I have obsened it 
in every other country-as in Great Britain, where the laborer 
said, "We demand cheaper food," and the taritt went off food 
products. _ · · 

When we get that condition, _Mr. President, I hope to see the 
farmers in my section as thoroughly organized as the labor 
unions are to-day ; and if they are organized, · I will tell you, 
you are going to have a pretty difficult task in cutting down the 
duties upon breadstuffs for the benefit o! anybody upon the face 
of the earth. • 

Mr. President, I ham talked, perhaps, a little longer than I 
intended to. do in the closing o! this matter, but I want to say 
just one word in reference to the forests, in answer to the Sen­
ator from Idaho. He says that these forests were intended by 
the Almighty for tlle permanent use o! the people. Well, Mr. 
President, if they were so intended, then I must say that the 
will of tile .Almighty has been signally frustrated by the rapacity 
of His children, because, as I look over the country, we are 
not going to keep them for the future; we are not going to pro­
tect them for the permanent interest o! the American people. 
but they will be out of existence in about thirty years, as can 
be demonstrated with mathematical accuracy, even after allow­
ing for the annual growth of those same products. 

The Senator thinks that these are inexhaustible, I know. 

the tomato. I could go on indefinitely, but the Senate is not here 
to listen to a discussion of that kind, and I will turn it over to 
my colleague, who, I have no doubt, will reply. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I want the Senator to understand that 
the farmer has to have hoes, pitchforks, machinery, hor. es, 
and all those things just as well as the restaurant keeper needs 
spoons, and so forth. 

l\fr. President, I was simply attempting to illustrate how 
rapidly the -value of the product advanced just as soon as it · 
left the farmer's hands, not for the purpose of criticising these 
men, but for the purpose of showing that labor employed in 
any other industry receives far greater remuneration for a 
given number of hours than on the farm; and I think I have 
established that.' . 
. Mr. SCOTT. There is no one, I think, who will sny that I ' 

have not always been willing and perfectly anxious to do the 
farmer justice. He is the hardest working man I think, in the 
country; he labors longer hours. I ha\e been tiler~. and I know · 
of the life myself. I do not know whether the Senator from 
North Dakota ever labored on a farm, but I myself ha-ve. I . 
want to say, Mr. President, I am in favor of protecting the · 
farmer and everything he produces, e\erything that grows, the 
same as I am in favor of protecting the man who is engaged 
in manufacturing or ,in any other pursuit in this country. 

Mr. President; wiio is suffering to-day? Is it the farmer? In 
conversation with a hotel· keeper in southern California, whom 
r have known for years, who runs one of the finest winter re­
sorts in that southern climate, he told me tha t in the last two 
or three years be has missed .the eastern man, the manufacturer, · 
the merchant, the banker, but his house has been overrun with 
the farmer, with his wife and his children; that they all have 
plen-cy of money, and his rooms were not too good nor his table 
too expensive for any of th.em. I was very glad, indeed, to 
hear it. So the depressed and downtrodden farmer in the last 
few years has certaJ.nly bad an equal advantage with those of 
.us who haYe been engaged in manufacturing. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the con­
sideration of executi\e business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
~onsideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in e:x:ecuti-ve session the doors were reopened, and (nt 3 o"clock 
and 5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until l\ionday, lay 
24, 1909, at 10 o'clock a. m. 

NOMINATIONS. 
Ea:ecuUve nominations rccei-1;ed by the Senate Ma11 22, 19UJ. 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT OF THE PHILII'PINE 
ISLANDS. 

Charles B. Elliott, of Minnesota, vice Charles A. Willard, to 
be effective upon the date of the resignation of the latter. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
George H. KJ.mball, of Eureka, Cal., to be recei\er of public 

moneys at Eureka, vice Daniel J. Foley, deceased. 
But, Mr. President, the Senator from Idaho differs from every 
man in government employ who has carefully measured the 
amount of timber there is in the United States, who has care­
fully calculated the consumption in the United States, and who 
has carefully estimated reproduction. Those experts. say we will CONFIR~I.ATIONS. 
pra.ctically exhaust our forests within the next thirty years, at Exectltive ncmiinations confirnied by the Senate May 2~, .1909. 
the present rate of consumption. ASSISTANT TREASURER. 

The Senator said another thing-that I was in favor of keep-
ing the soil upon these mountain sides. I judge from the argu- Oscar L. Whitelaw to be assistant treasurer of the United 
ment of the Senator from Idaho that he is in favor of .running States at St. Louis, Mo: 
the soil down to the ocean. He thinks we need the floods, that INDIAN INSPECTOR. 
we may bring the soil down from the mountain side to re~oil Ern~ t P. Holcombe to be an Indian inspector. 
the farms in the -valley. . . RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Mr. President, has any farm ever received any benefit from 
the soil from the mountain side? I would keep it there. 'l'he I Charles C. Hoag to be receiver of public moneys at Wood: 
Senator from Idaho would send it all into the ocean, because ward, Okla. 
there is where it does go. I would rather have it upon t he 
mountain sides as a retained soil for the benefit of future cou­
serYation than to despoil those mountain sides to-day and de­
nude the timber lands and have, as a result of that, the de­
struction of both forest and farm. 

Mr. SCOT.r. Mr. President, I am very sorry that my col­
league [Mr. ELKINS] was not present in order to defend him­
self against the very earnest and, at least, very energetic talk 
of my friend from North Dakota .• 

I was surprised at many of the illustrations he gave. They 
were so thoroughly ridiculous that I was surprised the Senator 
would make them. For instance, in quoting the price of a 
tomato, he does not think it is necessary for the man who keeps 
a r estaurant to ha\e tablecloths, knives and forks, dishes­
which are often broken-napkins, and servants in order to serve 
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POSTMASTERS. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 

Jesse C. Randall, at Bryson City, N. C. 
OHIO. 

Peter Schatzman, at Glendale, Ohio. 
Charles J. Tiffany, at Clyde, Ohio. 
Mathias Tolson, at Salineyille, Ohio. 

OREGON. 
Benjamin P. Cornelius, at Hillsboro, Oreg .. 
F. 0. Minor, at Bend, Oreg. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 
Jesse Ehrhart, at Dallastown, Pa. 
Howell P. Williams, at McDonald, Pa. 
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